Ye one another, as aire received ws, 
of God, Rom. XV. 
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I N the followmg pages, the author has endeavoured 
to establish two principles, which, though frequently 
held separately, are rarely united.---1st, That all the 
precepts delivered by the Lord are highly important, 
_and that believers in every age and country are laid 
. under the strongest obligations to obey them.---2dly,: 


i That they ought at the same time to treat as brethren» 


those who have fled to Jesus for refuge, although from» 
being imperfectly instructed; they cannot in faith ob<* 
serve some of his commandments; 
Those who tremble at the word of God; and’ who 
dare not set aside the Jeast of their Lord’s command~° 
ments as inapplicable to their circumstances, too fre< 
quently discover towards their brethren a spirit the — 
very opposite of that long-suffering and forbearance 
of which we all stand so much in need, and which we 
all so richly experience from our heavenly Father. 
Instead of receiving the disciples, that they may be 
taught the way of God more perfectly, they require 
them to renounce their prejudices before they are add- - 
ed to the church, and at once to begin to obey those” 
laws of Jesus, to the knowledge of which perhaps theme » 
selves have attained, after many years of error and 
perplexity. The bad effects of this system are obvi< — 
ous: it is the occasion either of many of the disci- - 
ples joining themselves to societies where their preju< 
dices against: the truth, must be strengthened, or it » 
leads them to become followers of men, while it also - 
produces constant separations in.the churches, 
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Some who condemn such conduct, act in a 
ua not less pernicious. They’ exercise forbearance to- 
q | wards their brethren, but they defend this forbearance 
| on grounds which betray the want of a proper sense 
of the importance of the commandments of the Lord, 
and: palliafe error, by ascribing the differences among 
i: Ghristians to thé greater obscurity of the word of 
| 


God on) these’ subjects, than on: those wherein they 
agree. While the writer has maintained the duty: of 
: : ferbearance in its full extent, he has been: careful to 


guard against such principles, which at once tend to 
diminish our sense of the wisdom, and regard for the 


anthority of Christ, and’ preclude every prospect of 
solid and lasting unity among believers. That they 
) will be thus united, he has not the shadow of a doubt, 
and he ig. convinced that in order to attain unity, no- 
i thing more is necessary than their renouncing the 
traditions of men, and being guided by the word. 
of God. He has uniformly maintained the plainness 
and the precision of this rule. | Nothing can be more: 
fallacious than the idea, that our ignorance of any part > 
of the will of Christ arises from the obscurity of Serip-_ 
ture. If believers will look back to their own expe- 
rience, they will probably recollect various subjects 
which formerly appeared to them very obscure, which 
a they now see to be:as plain and obvious as any which 
they then understood. | | 
In the present state of knowledge, when we are ; 
but emerging from the darkness which has s0 long | | 
covered: the earth, there is an additional reason for 
forbearance. While we refuse to forbear with the 


_ weak, we may be found fighting against God, and 
casting out our brethren for obeying the command- 
: ments of Jesus, The author acknowledges with 
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shame, that he was once concerned’ in’ turing away 
from some’ for obedience to Ctirist, where He was re= 
sisting the truth. In the following pages; However, 
he has maintained’ the duty’ ‘of forbearance indepen= — 
dently of our own ignorance. He has supposéd that 
we really have attained the will of God'in the things 
we observe ; for he is satisfied, that to attain full: con= 
viction of the trath’ on every subject; nothing moré 
is necessary than looking to ays — with a humble 


| ne teachable spirit. 


The foundation of want of forbearance seems to be 
laid inthe unscriptaral ideas entertained respecting — 
the nature of a church of Christ. Many would-on no . 
account hold fellowship with believers in the church, 
who do not scruple to join with them omother occasions | 
m worshipping God: What is a church of Christ, but 
believers assembled to worship the Lord? It is true,. 
the assembly is stated’; because what is the duty of 
the disciples on one first day of the week, is their 
duty on every other. But this plain commandment 
for believers to associate for mutual edification, to — 
meet on the Lord’s day, and to watch over each other — 
in love, has given rise to the most abomihable system 
of tyranny which ever disgraced mankind, and the 
remains of this system in Independent churches, still 
perplex the minds of the people of God, and keep 
them in bondage. As individuals, the brethren do 
not claim authority over one another, but they are 
very jealous of the authority of the church, and the 
discipline exercised by this church frequently infringes 
on personal responsibility to a degree from which any 
individual would shrink. The story of the Quaker is. 
well known. When a clergyman was boasting of the 
reformation he had wrought in his parish, how rude 
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va 


and ikbred the people formerly were, . but that none 


of them now approached him but with their hat in 
their hand, while they addressed him with: the. ut- 
most respect. ‘ Why, friend,” said)the Quaker, the 
sum of thy reformation seems to be, that shou hast: 
taught the people to worship thyself.’ There is no 
small danger. of the discipline of a church producing 
a similar result, and of the fear of the church being 
mistaken fox the fear of God. | | 
The author has now only to intreat his brethren i in 
Christ, to bring the sentiments here laid before them 
tothe testof the word of God. It is only,in so far 


as they are agreeable to truth, ‘that he wishes them to 
be adopted, He is convinced, that every human 


system in religion, however plausible, will come to 


nought; but the word ofthe Lord endureth for ever, 
and the time is approaching when believers shall be 
truly mpited d by obedience to what is there pbc, 
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CHAP. I. 


. ‘ON THE DUTY AND IMPORTANCE OF THE DISCIPLES OF 
| CHRIST BEING UNITED IN SENTIMENT. 


‘| HE apostle enforces the duty of believers serving _ 
nla God with reverence and godly fear, by the consi- 
deration of the greatness of the salvation made known 
‘to them, and the glory and dignity of him by whom 
it began to be published, Heb. ii. 3. xu. 28, 29. Af- 
ter stuting, that the man who despised the law of 
Moses died without mercy, he adds, “ Of how-much 
- *  ' ‘sorer punishment, suppose ye, shall he be counted 
| worthy, who hath trodden under foot the Son of God,” 
Heb. x. 28, 29. Men were liable to punishment, not 
merely for rejecting altogether the authority of Mo- | 
ses, but for violating any part of his law. “ Every 
transgression and disobedience received a just re-— 
compence of reward.” If a person sinned, even 
through ignorance, an atonement was necessary. It 
eannot therefore for a moment admit of a doubt, whe- 
ther the subjects of Jesus are not laid under the 
Strongest obligations to yield implicit obedience to 
his authority. This he declares: to be essential to our 
being his disciples, whatever sacrifices it may cost us, 
A 
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2 | IMPORTANCE OF THE DISCIPLES OF CHRIST 


Luke xiv.26. He says to his disciples, As the 
Father hath loved me, so have I loved you: conti- 
nue ye jn my love.. If ye keep my commandments, 
ye shall abide in my love; eyen as I have kept my 


Father's commendments, and abide in his love,” 


John xv.9,10. “* This,” says ‘the apostle, “ is the 


love of God that we keep ‘his commandments, and 
‘his commandments are not grievous,” 1 John v. 3 


‘Every thing he has enjoined on:his disciples is cal- 


culated to promote their best interests ; to impress on 
their minds a sense of their own character, the rela~ 


tion in which they stand to him and to one another, 
and the nature of that kingdom of which they are 


| subjects. His laws are dictated by infinite wisdom ; 
' nothing i is superfluous, and nothing wanting. They 


are deliv ered with the greatest plainness, ang we are 
guarded against any departure from them, not only 


‘by the consideration of the power and dignity of the 


Lawgiver, but by the consequences recorded as ha- 


ving arisen in the apestolic.chur ches from not holding 
them fast. ‘Indeed the perfection of the revelation 


delivered by the Lord, necessarily inzplies the duty of 


unity among believers. It contains an. unerring rule 


for’ every part of their faith and practice ; it is deli- 
vered i in language adapted to their, capacity. Is it not 


1 then their duty to receive it like little children ; nel- 


ther to add to nor take away from any part of it? 
Rey. xxii. 18,19. Nothing more than this is necessary to 
their being periectly joined together in the seme mind 
and in the same judgment. The duty of unity of senti- 
ment among the disciples of Christ is therefore abun- 


dantly evident. They all stand in the same relation 


to him; they are exposed to the same temptations y 
and the same evidences of subjection to his authority 
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are required of all. It is surely then their duty dili- 
gently to keep his precepts, to study his word, that 
they may know his will, and, as it speaks the same 
language to all, this must produce unity among them. 
The mportance of this unity is evident from a 
variety of considerations. It tends much to promote 
mutual affection among brethren. By this, said Je- 
sus, Shall all men know that ye are my disciples, if 
ye have love one to another. Love is all im all in his 
kingdom. Without love we are nothing; and what-— 
ever is not done with love by believers, either as in- 
dividuals or as collective bodies, 1s an abomination to 
the Lord. This is the salt wherewith all] their sacri-!} 
fices must be seasoned. “ He that dwelleth in love — 
dwelleth in God, and God in him. Beloved, let us 
eh love one another: for love is of God; and every one 
that Joveth, is born of God, and knoweth God. He | 
that loveth not knoweth not God; for God is love,” 
I John iv. 7, 8. This holy, this god-like temper, springs 
‘ from faith im Jesus Christ. Believers are described 
as having “ purified their souls by obeying the truth 
Trent through the Spirit unto unfeigned love of the bre- 
| thren,” 1 Pet.i.22. This-is the end of\every com- 
mandment delivered by the Lord. .The association 
of believers, and the various duties they are required 
to perform, are all tended to promote mutual love, 
and this will always keep. pace with the increase of 
their faith in that gospel, whereby God hath com- 
mended his love to us, 2 Thiess. i. 3. | 
It is evident from the nature of man, that differ- 
ence of sentiment is much calculated to produce con- 
tention. We see this every day in the strife and de- 
bates which arise from difference of opinion on ‘sub- 
jects of mere speculation, and still. more se-oa ench 
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as affect individual conduct: But if we wish fully to 
see the bad: effects of differencé of sentiment, we must 
look at societies where it prevails, and which by means 
| of it are frequently rent in pieces. | 

In the New Testament, believers are almost always 
addressed i in those societies where they are to edify 
one another, and thus to grow up into him who i is the 
head. In such societies, difference of sentiment must 
always be peculiarly dangerous. It tends to produce 
strife and division, and to put a stop to the circulation 
of that love, which like the blood i in the human body, 
is the life of a. church of Christ. The more desirous: 
the brethren are of submitting g to their Lord’s autho- 
| rity, the more zealous they are for his glory, the more 
must they wish to see others. obeying him in all things ; 
and where one objects to what another sees to be plain- 
ly commanded, there is the greatest danger of mutual 
coldness and indifference, if hot of pepsin of each. 
‘other’ s attachment to Jesus. 

But on this subject it is not necessary to resort: ~to 
suppositions ; we may appeal to matter of fact. Let 

us look at thie actual state of the disciples of Christ. 
They are separated from each other by difference of 
sentiment ; they bite and devour one another, and are © 
consumed one of another. It-may be said, this ought 
not so to be ; they should not allow their differences to 
alienate their affection ; they ought to forbear one 
another in love. This is true, but we are speaking 
of the effects which are actually produced by their 
differences, and which fully establish the importance 
of unity of sentiment. To the divisions of Christians, 
above every thing else, ‘may be ascribed their want of 
conformity to Christ, and the little success of gOS 
in the world, | 
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That the progress of the truth should much depend 
on the unity of the disciples of Christ, we learn from 
his prayer, recorded, John xvii. 20, 21. * Neither 
pray I for these alone, but for them also which shall 
believe on me through their word: That they all may 
be one ; as thou Father art in me, and I in thee, that 
they also may be one in us: tliat the world may 
believe that thou hast sent me.” Some have alleged, 
that nothing more than mutual affection is here in- 
tended, and that unity of sentiment is not necessary 
to its existence. But it is evident that difference of 
sentiment, not only tends to produce, but actually 
does produce, envy and strife. Besides, the unity 
mentioned in the prayer, is similar to that which sub- 
sists between the Father and the Son. This con- 
sists not merely in mutual affection, but in unity of 
design, in having the same object, and being perfect- 
ly harmonious in the means by which it was to be at- 
tained *. Here then is the pattern set before believers ; 
and, in as far as they fall short of this, they have not 
arrived at that unity for which our Lord prayed. 

We find the apostles very desirous of promoting 
unity in the churches ; they not only reproved them 
for the strife and.divisions which subsisted among 
them, exhorting them to love one another with a pure 
heart ‘fervently, but they endeavoured to remove one 
great cause of their alienation by bringing them te one 
mind respecting the will of God. Thus Paul says te 
the Corinthians, “ Now, I beseech you, brethren, by _ 


* It is not intended to limit the unity of Christ and 
the Father, to what is mentioned above, but unity of de- 
sign and of action is included in the essential unity of the 
Godhead, 

AS 
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the name of our Lord Jesus Christ, that ye all speak 


the same thing, and that there be no divisions among 
you ; but that ye be perfectly joined together in the 
same mind, and in the same judgment. ” 1 Cor. i. 10 *. 
This language is very strong. They are besought to 
speak the same thing, and to be perfectly joined to- 
gether in the same mind, and in the same judgment. 


_ This has been considered. by some to be incompatible 


with the different degrees of knowledge which must 
be expected among Christians. In the Scriptures we 
read of fathers, young men and babes, among whom 
it is supposed, difference of sentiment must have 
place. But different degrees of knowledge do not ne- 
imply difference of sentiment. A en- 


| 


* hi is most certain, that many exhortations to unity itr 
the New Testament, refer to that mutual affection which 
the disciples are to cultivate. That this is included i in the 


exhortation, 1 Cor. i, 10, is admitted ; but the contentions 


which had taken place in the church at Corinth arose from 


a diversity of judgment in consequence of attac hment ta 
Various leaders. The apostle beseeches them td “ speak 


the same thing, and to be perfectly joined silted in the 


same mind and in the same judgment ;” to have done 


with following men, and all to embrace the doctrine of 
Christ. Fhig is the point of union among believers ; 
for it should be observed, that unity of sentiment does 
not imply that they are to adopt the sentiments of each 
other, We must call no man on earth father; we must 
every, one bear his own burden, and must therefore act ac. 


cording to our own conviction, not according to the con- 


viction of others. When the Corin:hians are required to 
speak the same thing, and to be of the same mind and of 
the same judgment, the meaning of the p-ecept is, that by 
being entirely guided by the authority of Jesus, in opposi- 


tion to the dictates of men, they should walk in unity. 
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caged in the study of any science may know muclt 
less of it, than another who is farther advanced, and. 
yet may perfectly agree with him as far as he has gone > 


_ and if their teacher was fully master of the seience, 


and they were attentive scholars, this would esky ind 


be the case, 


The commandments of Jesus are not of such am 
abstruse and'complex nature, that long study is ne- 
cessary previously to our observing them. The first 
disciples were taught to begin immediately to attend 
to them all. The gospel was declared to them ;, or 
believing they were baptized without delay, Acts. ii. 
They were immediately taught to assemble together, 
and to join in all the social observances appointed by 
the Lord, Acts ii. 42. The more any of them had of. 
the mind of Christ, the more would they see the beau- 
ty, and enter into the spirit, of these commandments ; 
but in order to their beginning to observe them all, 
nothing more was necessary than the faith of the 
gospel, and full confidence that what they were observ- 
sng was the will of God. Among all the divisions 
which subsisted in the apostolic churches, we have no 
reason to doubt but they all, babes, young men and 
fathers, observed the same things ; at least, the same 
traditions were given to them all, Acts xiv. 23. 1 Cor. 
iv. 17. vii. 17. xi. 2. 16. xiv. 33, 34. xvi. 1. 

It is true, the case is‘ now somewhat different. 
The commandments of Jesus have been greatly cor- 
rupted, and it is to be expected that in attaining their 
primitive purity and simplicity, the progress of the 
disciples will vary with their circumstances and dif- 
ferent degrees of knowledge. But there is still no 
inconsistency between a great difference in their know- 
ledge, and their observing the same institutions. Were 
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; a mai for the first time in his life to hear the gospel 


and believe it, he ought immediately to be baptized 
and added to the church. He is not after believing, 
to be taught the doctrine of Jesus, merely by reading 
and conversation, but in the church of Christ, by obey- 
ing a commandments, which all exhibit the nature 
of hi kingdom. | 

W¢ find various cautions given to the churches a- 
ina departing from the apostolic traditions. |“ We 
are abe says John, “ he that knoweth God hear- 

he that is not of God heareth not us. Here- 


ror,” John i iv. 6. “ If any man,” says Paul, think 
himself to be a prophet, or spiritual, let him sills. 
te that the things that I write unto you are the 

ommiandments of the Lord,” 1 Cor. xiv. 37. | The 
reservative deemed necessary by, the 
apostl against the great apostasy, was a strict adher- 
ence the traditions he had delivered : i Therefore, 
brethren, stand fast, and hold the traditions which ye 
have been taught, whether by word, or our epistle,” 
2 Thess. i. 15.; and it must be obvious to all, that 
this apostasy arose from Christians presuming to de- 


viate from what the apostles had taught respecting the 


worsh) p of God. When men adopted the principle, 
that it was lawful to modify these traditions according 
to their views of expediency in their particular circum- 
stances, the power of antichrist rapid ly advanced. 

Vatious other passages, besides those already men- 
tioned, might be quoted to enforce the importancé of 
unity of sentiment ; but we shall only refer to one. 
The apostle. having spoken of the ascension of Christ, 
and of the gifts he had bestowed, declares that they 
Were fa “a the perfecting of the saints, and for the 
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edifying of the body of Christ, “ Till we all come in 
the unity of the faith, and of the knowledge of the 
Son of God, unto a perfect man, unto the measure of 
the stature of the fulness of Christ: That we hence- 
forth be no more children, tossed to and. fro, and 
carried about with every wind of dectrine, by the 
sleight of men, and cunning craftiness, whereby they 
lie in wait to.deceive ; but, speaking the truth in love 
may grow up into him in all things, which is the head, 
even Christ,” Eph. iv. 13.---15. Here he not only 
speaks of the perfecting of the saints as consisting in 
their coming in the unity of the faith to a perfect man, 
but considers them.as children so long as they aze 
tossed to and fro, or unsettled in their sentiments. 
Nothing can more clearly show the importance of 
the knowledge of the doctrine of Jesus, and con- 
sequently the importance of unity of sentiment re- 


 specting this doetrine in all its parts. Why should 


believers despair of attaining unity in: regard to those 
commandments of Christ, which, as we have seen, 


are the first principles of his doctrine intended for . 


babes the moment they enter his kingdom? They 
have one Bible, they are all taught by one Spirit, and 
all know the Lord from the least of them:to the great- 
est of them. “I will- give them,” said the Lord, 
“ one heart, and I will put a new spirit within you: 


and I will take the stony heart out of their flesh, and 


will give them an heart ef flesh; that they may walk 
in my statutes, and keep: mine ordinances, and do 
them: and they shall be my people, and I will be 
their God,” Ezek. xi. 19,20. Here is a promise of 
one heart, that they may walk in the statutes and keep 
the ordinances of God ; and this was fulfilled in the 
first disciples, Acts ii. 42. iv. &2.. 
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t is true we have not the advantage of having the 
apostles personally present with us; but we havea 
full account of the gospel preached by them. We 
have also an account of their journies among the 
thurches, together with their letters, whic reprove’ 
the errors into which the disciples had fallen, enforce 
and explain all the commandments of Christ, and give 
ample directions to believers in every age concerning 
their conduct in whatever circumstances they may be 
placed, The apostles were commissioned to teach ve- 
lievers all things which the Lord had commanded : 
they have done so in the New Testament, and In 
doing to, they affirm they have used great plainness of 
speech, 2 Cor. iii. 12. In their writings we can trace 


the conduct of the disciples from the time they recei< 
: ved the truth till they had been many years observ- 
ing the commands of Jesus ; and as his kingdom is 


unchangeable, as it acknowledges no distinction of. 


nations, Coal. ni.11. ‘a solid foundation i is thus laid in 


the New. Testament for unity of sentiment and prace 
tice among believers in every I and country ; and 
whenever differences prevail, it is owing to our per- 
verseness, and is a very great evil. | 

Let us not then represent our differences as arising - 
from want of information ; let us not allege, in oppo- 
sition to the words of the Holy Ghost, that any part 
of the will of Jesus is obscurely revealed. The Lord 
knew that we were dull of hearing; that we were slow 


of heart to understand ; and therefore he has placed 


the truth before us in different points of view. He 
warned his disciples of the consequences of following 


their own imaginations in religion, and we have an af~ 
fecting proof, in the rise and dominion of antichrist, 
of the, effect of men a to their Orn un 
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standing. Let believers then hear what the Spirit 
saith unto the churches, let them reject every human 
tradition in religion; and by attending to all the 
commandments of Jesus, let them evince their confi< 
dence.in his wisdom, and their reverence for his aus 
thority. Thus will they cease to be like sheep withe 
out a shepherd; their faith will grow exceedingly, 
and their love to each other will abound. Beholding 
their unity, the world will take knowledge of them 
that they have been with Jesus, and will be constraine 


ed to confess that God is among them of a truth. 


CHAP. IL 


“ON THE OBLIGATIONS UNDER WHICH BELIEVERS ARE 


LAID TO EXERCISE FORBEARANCE TOWARDS THEIR 
BRETHREN WHO ARE WEAK IN THE FAITH. 


W, have seen that a solid foundation for that uni- 


‘ty among believers, which was the subject of our 


Lord’s prayer, was laid by the apostles in the plain- 
ness of speech which they used in their teaching, and’ 
that being dead they still speak to usin the New Tes- 


-tament. They still charge believers to stand fast, and 


to hold the traditions they have been taught. They 
still beseech them, by the name of the Lord Jesus 
Christ, that they all speak the same thing, and that 
there be no divisions among them, but that they be 
perfectly jomed together in the same mind and in the 
same judgment. They still affirm, that command- 
ments of men in religion turn us from the truth ; and 
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they warn us against such as trouble us with words, 
snbverting our souls, by introducing any thing which 
they did not:semmand. Consequently the differences 
which subsist are entirely owing to inattention to their 
instructions ; and.in order to our observing the same 
things, and being perfectly united in. sentiment, it is 
only necessary that we listen to their voice. | 

But it is highly important to inquire, how we ought 
to act in present circumstances? What course ought 
we to follow with those whom we evidently perceive 
to be. deviating from the commandments of Jesus, 


while they are living by the faith of the Son of God ? 


Are we, notwithstanding their ignorance, to receive 


and acknowledge them as disciples ; or are we previ- 


eusly to require a renunciation of their errors ? 

In entering on this subject, it may be necessary to 
ebserve, that there is no doubt of our bei.ig laid under 
the strongest obligations to. obey God in all things. 
Nothing i is more fallacious than the idea, that we are 
at liberty to'set aside any part of the will of Christ 
for the sake of union. This is the wisdom of this 
world which cometh to nought. It not only teaches 


us to neglect. the traditions m which the character of | 


Christ and the nature of his kingdom are exhibited, 


thus unavoidably leading us to false views of both ; 


but it must perpetuate division, for it sets aside that 
standard, by conforming to which union among the 


- disciples can alone be produced. If any man, said 


Jesus, will be my disciple, let him deny himself, take 
| up his cross, and follow me. He requires us to hate 
father and mother, and our own life, to disregard all in 
comparison of him, and the evidence of love to our 
Lord, and the way to abide in his love, is to keep his 
commandments. To neglect any of them for the sake 
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of unity, would be to do evil that good might come ; 


and to maintain fellowship with each other at the ex- 
pense of regard to the authority of God; it would be 
to please men, and consequently we should cease to 
be the servants of Christ. His authority is paramount 
to every other consideration ; and therefore it must 
be no question with his followers, whether any sup- 


_ posed advantage entitles them to neglect the least of 


his commandments. They are directed for the sake 
of others, to abridge themselves of their liberty, 1 Cor. 
ix. 19, 23.; but abstaining from what is not prohibit~ 
ed, is a very different matter from neglecting what is 
enjoined. 

But while there'can be no doubt as to our submit- 
ting to Christ in all things, it deserves serious consi- 
deration, how we ought to act to those who discover 
their weakness in the faith, by objecting to some of 
his commandments, while they give evidence of being 
his disciples. That there are many such cannot be 
doubted ; and it becomes us diligently to search the 
Scriptures, that we may learn how to treat them 


_ »--whether we should separate from them in order to 


convince them of sin, or whether, by receiving them 
as disciples, we should endeavour more perfectly to 
instruct them. 

Known unto God are all his works. He sees the 
end from the beginning. He knew how much the 


' doctrine of Christ would be corrupted, and the conse- 


quent divisions among his people. We may there-— 


fore rest assured he has provided for this evil in his 


word. We may be prevented by prejudice from un- 
derstanding the directions he has given us on this sub- 
ject ; but there can be no doubt, but the Scripture, 
which is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for 
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they warn us against such as trouble us with words, 
snbverting our souls, by introducing any thing which 
they did not command. Consequently the differences 
which gubsist.are entirely owing to inattention to their 
instructions ; and in order to our observing the same si 
things, and being perfectly united in sentiment, it is iq 
only necessary that we listen to their voice. | 
But it is highly important to inquire, how we ought 
to act in present circumstances? What course ouglit 
we to follow with those whom we evidently perceive 
to be deviating from the commandments of Jesus, 
while they are living by the faith of the Son of God ? 
Are we, notwithstanding their i ignorance, to receive 
and acknowledge them as disciples ; ; or are we previ- 
eusly to require a renunciation of their errors ? | 
‘In entering on this subject, it may be necessary to 
ebserve, that there is no doubt of ‘our being laid under 
ihe strongest obligations to obey God in all. things. 
Nothing i is more fallacious than the idea, that we are 
at liberty to'set aside any part of the will of Christ 
for the sake of union. This is the wisdom of this 
world which cometh to nought. It not only teaches ““ 
us to neglect the traditions in which the character of | 
Christ and the nature of his kingdom are exhibited, 
thus unavoidably leading us to false views of both ; 
but it must perpetuate division, for it sets aside J a 
standard, by conforming to which union among the lip 
ae disciples can alone be produced. If any man, said | 
s, will be-my disciple, let him deny himself, take 
a i cross, and follow me. He requires us to hate 
father and mother, and our own life, to disregard all in 
comparison of him, and the evidence of loye to our 
Lord, and the way to abide i in his love, is to keep his 
To any of them for hin sake 
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of unity, would be to do evil that good might come ; 


and to maintain fellowship with each other at the ex- 
pense of regard to the authority of God; it would be 
to please men, and consequently we should cease to 
be the servants of Christ. His authority is paramount 


to every other consideration ; and therefore it must 


be no question with his followers, whether any sup- 


_ posed advantage entitles them to neglect the least of 


his commandments. They are directed for the sake 
of others, toabridge themselves of their liberty, 1 Cer. 
ix. 19. 23.; but abstaining from what is not prohibit- 
ed, is a very different matter from neglecting what is 
enjoined, 

But while there:can be no doubt as to our submit< 
ting to Christ in all things, it deserves serious consi- 
deration, how we ought to act to those who discover 
their weakness in the faith, by objecting to some of 


_ his commandments, while they give evidence of being 


his disciples. That there are many such cannot be 
doubted ; and it becomes us diligently to search the 
Scriptures, that we may learn how to treat them 
---whether we should separate from them in order to 
convince them of sin, or whether, by receiving them 
as disciples, we should endeavour more perfectly to 
instruct them. 

Known unto God are all his works. He sees the 
end from the beginning. He knew how much the 


‘doctrine of Christ would be corrupted, and the conse- 


quent divisions among his people. We may there- 
fore rest assured he has provided for this evil in his 
word. We may be prevented by prejudice from un- 
derstanding the directions he has given us on this sub- 


ject ; but there can be no doubt, but the Scripture, 


which is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for 
| B 
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and instruction in contains 
plain and ample directions on this and | other 


part of our duty. 
Those who have attended to the importance of con- 
formity to the will of Christ in all things, have ge~ 
nerally considered the subject of forbearance as one 
of great difficulty. This is a sure proof of their not 
understanding the doctrine of Scripture on this mat- 
ter. Through our ignorance of the Scriptures, many 
things appear to be involved in great obscurity which 
we afterwards find are there distinctly unfolded. Wis- 
dom’s words are characterized as being “ all plain to 
him that understandeth. ” Whenever any part of du- 
ty seems to us to be qbscurely taught in the word of 
‘God, we may be assured we are under the influence of 
some false principle which is blinding our minds. 
Thus it was with the disciples of Jesus when he 
wasn earth. Nothing could be plainer. than his re- 
peated declarations concerning his death and resur- 
rection ; yet they could not understand them, This 
drew on’ them repeated reproofs for their hardness of 
heart. Indeed throughout the Scriptures, we find e- 
very deviation from the path of duty ascribed to the 
folly and obstinacy of man, and not to any pPpeurty 
or deficiency in the word of God. 
here are few subjects more practical, .or on which 
errér is more dangerous, than that of forbearance. On 
the|one hand, we may, by the improper exercise of it, 
introduce indifference to the authority of Christ and 
confusion into his churches ; on the other hand, we 
may perpetuate division , and cast a stumbling-block 
in the way of many of his disciples. Let us not for 
a moment suppose, that on such a subject the Scrip- 
3 ture i is not a lamp to our si and a light to our path. 
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However we may overlook what God has revealed on 
this matter, there can be no doubt but his will is writ- 
ten and made plain, “‘ that he may run that readeth it.” 

Some have defended forbearance, on principles 
which are calculated altogether to prejudice those 
against it, who have proper views of the wisdom and 
authority of Jesus. The differences among believers 
have been represented as unimportant. A distinction 
has been introduced between essentials and non-essen- 
tials in religion *. Such a distinction among the 
commandments of Christ, is not only unwarranted by 
Scripture, butis calculated to produce indifference tothem 
all, and to sanction our neglecting whatever we are in- 


* There are indeed certain things the knowledge and 


_ practice of which are essential to the Christian character, 


and others of which Christians may be ignorant. But the 
terms essential and non-essential, are frequently used for 
important and non-important. It is to this we object. 
Every precept delivered by the Lord is highly important ; 
andthe Scripture does not warrant us to acknowledge 
any man as a disciple, who wilfully end knowingly neglects 
any of his commandments. A similar distinction to what 
is aboye objected to, has been made among moral duties. 
A late writer has cautioned parents against giving a child 
intended for the army too “ nice ideas of morality.” He 
advises them notsto insist on such points as are not essen- 
tial ; but the young soldier is to “ abide by the main princi-. 
ples of morality.” Edgeworth’s Essays on professional educa- 
tion.—If we are shocked at such language, let us not use 


_ the same concerning any part of the will of Christ. There 


is indeed a difference in the importance of moral duties. 
It is more important to abstain from murder, than to sym- 
pathize with the afflicted. But all moral duties are con- 
nected, and the breach of one leads to the violation of o- 
thers. The case is the same as to all the commandments 


of Jesus Christ. 


>. 
| 


16 


th 
deviation from scriptural example, nay, that it is imprac~ — 
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disposed to observe. It dinhinishes our regard for 


_ thejauthority of Christ, and teaches his por to do 


what seemeth good in their own eyes. 

None of the commandments of Jesus are ai 
T hey at once display the character of the Lawgiver, 
and the nature of his kingdom. They are) adapted 


by infinite wisdom to guard’ us against the evils to 


which we are prone, to mould us into the image of 
Christ, to form the Christian: temper and character, 
and to produce i in us the fruits of righteousness, which 
are by Jesus Christ to the praise and glory of God. 
They tend to unite believers in love to each other, 


and to preserve them from the temptations with which 
they are surrounded. We need not ‘apd wonder 
at the unwearied labours of the apostles to, prevent 


the disciples from deviating from the traditions which 
they had received, and to bring them back on they 


had been led astray. ¢ 
The subjects onwhich Christians differ haveialso been’ 
represented by some as matters of doubtful digputation, 


and on this ground forbearance has been ifculcated: 
How happens it, they ask, if these things are so clear- 


tly revealed, that Christians should differ so much con- 


cerning them? How shall we account for God’s leav- 
ing so many of his people in ignorance of them, al. 


and prove their attachment to Jesus, by making such 
sacrifices for eonscience’ sake? We answer, God i is not 


the author of their ignorance, ‘He has clearly made 


known. his will in the way miost calculated to be use- 


false principle, that their circumstances arrant a 


his people in every age ; and if, from | adopting 


though they appear so desirous of knowing his will, — 
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ity and error, let them not say we are tempted of God. 
But if the diversity of sentiment among Christians 
prove that the subjects of their differences are matters 
of doubtful disputation, it will be hard to say what 
things are clearly revealed. ‘Those who reason in this 
way, must at all events admit, that the difference be- 
tween themselves and the Roman Catholics is at best 
a doubtful matter, for there can be no question but 
many of that persuasion have not only been believers, 
but in many respects very eminent and exemplary 
characters. 

Some consider the doctrine of personal:election to 
eternal life as inconsistent with the accountableness of 
man. Some affirm that faith does not-mean simply - 
the belief of the truth. Others maintain that it does. 
Some, under the idea of the spirituality of the new co- 
venant, have set aside baptism and the Lord’s supper. 
In short, what has not been disputed ? and how many 


points. have been disputed by men who appeared to be 


equally ready to make every sacrifice for what they 
knew to be truth? Surely then the differences among 
Christians must not be referred to the obscurity of 
Scripture ; they arise from the various prejudices 
which subsist in their minds. The commandment is 
a lamp, and the law is light; and as we advance in 


- the attainment of a humble and teachable spirit, we 


shall. walk with confidence in the statutes of God. 
But although forbearance has been defended on impro- 
per grounds, this is no proof that it is unscriptural. 
It is our duty to inquire whether those who use such 
arguments are injudiciously defending a thing which 


is proper in itself, or whether the cause for whieh 


they plead be a bad one. 
Some have taken a middle course.’ They - ac- 
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Knowledge men as disciples of Christ wiherlives they 


ededs upon a fanciful distinction betw 
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meet them, except in the church. They | join with 
them in prayer; they esteem them. better than 


themselves ; but they will not receive them into the | 


chiirch. This surely is very inconsistent. It. pro- 
what is 
technically called church-féllowship, and the social re- 


_ ligious intercourse of believers. on. other occasions. 


This is evidently improper. If we treat men as dis- 
ciples ; if we hold fellowship with them as such, why 
exclude them from joining with us on the first day of 
the week; when we meet for no other purpose but to 
observe in a social manner the commandments of the 
d? | 

To avoid this inconsistency, hers have refused te 
owledge any to be disciples, but those who were 


joined with them, or who belonged to churches m 


er places observing the same order. But experi- 
ce has proved, what might easily have been fore- 
, that various evils have arisen from ‘this plan. 
t leads to the following of men ; to believing and act- 
g as the church believes and acts, and thus introduces 
nto religion the fear of man, which is alway$ destructive 
the fear of God, for it withdraws our attention from 
e judgment-seat of Christ to another tribunal. In 
churches such as those to which we allude, the breth- 
ren are laid under great temptation to keep well with 
the church, at the expense of violating their con- 
science, and from the fear of incurring present cen- 
sure, to overlook that solemn account we are all short- 
ly to give to him who is ready to judge the quick and 
the dead,. but whose coming we are apt to consider as 


‘| distant, and to be more impressed with) the present 


judgment of our fellow creatures, 
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But none who oppose forbearance, carry their princi 
ples to their proper length. They see the inconsistency 
of those who pray in private with such as they will not 
receive into the church. They will on no account 
join with them ‘in any act of religious worship, but in. 
every other respect they treat them as Christians. 
They speak to them familiarly as believers; they eat 
and drink with them ; they spend‘a great part of their 
time in their company, and take pleasure in their con- 
versation. Is this to withdraw from them that they 
may be ashamed ? Is it not a most arbitrary interpre-« 
tation of the apostle’s injunction, 2 Thess, iii. 6---14, 
to cherish the greatest intimacy with them, while they 
refuse to pray with them? Would it not be more 
reasonable to pray with them, while they abstained 
from the closeness of intimacy we have. mentioned? — 
Would not this be more calculated to make them 
ashamed of their errors, and to impress on them more 
deeply a sense of their disorderly conduct? Surely it 
must ; for in this case they would show them, that al- 
though they esteemed them as brethren, théy consi+ 
dered them so disorderly, that they deemed them- . 
selves bound to avoid intimacy, while at the same 
time they were willing to join with them in prayer to 
the Father of lights, in order that they seas thy be 
convinced of their error. 

But not only are those who oppose forbearance in= 
consistent in their private mtercourse with Christians, 
but in their church fellowship. While they imsist 
that none shiall be received into the church, but those 
who speak the same thing, and are perfectly joined 
together in the same mind and in the same judg- 
ment, they admit, that “ there may be much diversity 
of judgment, even as to the inte 2 oF Scrip- 
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, in matters not affecting the comman faith, or 
he way in which they are associated to | walk.” 
nere be much diversity of judgment i inca church, the 
apostolic precept, 1 Cor. i. 10..cannot consistently be 
pleaded by that church, in favour of non-forbearance. 
The limitation of this diversity to matters not affect- 
le the common faith, or the way in which they are 
associated to walk, is vague. and arbitrary. If the first 
part of it implies, that no diversity of judgment sub- 
versive of the faith of the gospel can be tolerated, it 
is perfectly just, because believers are-commanded to — 
turn away from those who do not hold. the doctrine — 
of Christ, to have no fellowship with unbelievers ; but 
if} it means, as we suppose, that any erroneous senti- — 
ment respecting the faith, or respeeting the apostolic 
precepts for the regulation of the churches, warrant 
the exclusion of a brother, it is not only taking for - 
granted the matter in dispute, but is an unscriptural | 
tradition, by which those who have influence in a 
church, may exclude all who do not. choose to be 
guided by them. | 
Some profess to exercise Ne a on many sub- 
jects, but they deny it to be proper respecting those — 
commands which the disciples are taught ta observe | 
in the church. But what entitles us to make this: 
distinction : ? The commandments to be observed in. 
the churches are highly important ; they are clearly 
| taught, but the same holds true of every other part 
of divine truth, and if weaknéss i in the faith may be 
forborne on other subjects, it does not appear why 
it should be refused on this. Forbearance does not 
imply approbation, or that we see little or no evil in 
the sentiments or practice of the person who is the 
| if it. On the it there 
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is something wrong, and it is nowise inconsistent with 
a deep conviction of the danger to which the error of 
our brother exposes him, together with an,earnest de- i: 
sire that it may be corrected. .The riches of the di- 
vine forbearance, Rom. ii. 4. are perfectly consistent 
with the utmost abhorrence of iniquity, and’ this for- 
bearanee is exercised for the very purpose of leading 
men to forsake sin. We-also frequently read in Scrip- 
ture of the forbearance of God towards his people, 
but connected with this, we find him reproving them 
and calling them to repentance. _ 
In all personal matters, it is universally admitted 
_ that we must exercise much forbearance. One great 
evidence of our conformity to Christ, is the mea- 
sure of forbearance which we exercise towards our 
brethren. This will be in' proportion to our progress in 
love, for love suffereth long and is kind, is not easily 
provoked, thinketh no evil, beareth all things, 1-Cor. 
xiii, Christ’s new commandment is, that his people 
_ should love one another, and consequently they must 
forbear one another, Eph. iv. 2. thus imitating their 
heavenly Father, Eph. iv. 81,32: v.l. 
It may be alleged that this does not refer to dif- 
ference of sentiment respecting our duty, but to- our 
mutual infirmities, in consequence of which, when we 
would do good, evil is present with us. But the pre- 
cept to forbear each other; is not limited to any sud- 
den fault of which we may be guilty, but is founded 
on our proneness to error, and on our habitually com- 
ing short in every part of our duty. It is a temper 
of mind which must constantly be called forth, in the 
whole of our intercourse with each other. Why then 
should it be alleged that it is- not to be extended ta 
difference of sentiment? Just sentiments are highly 
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important, but they are not more so than circumspect 
conduct. If deviations from the latter are to be fore- 
borne, it does not appear why the same forbearance 


7 should not be extended to the former. The precepts 


concerning mutual forbearance are general, and those 
who would exclude difference of senti ment. respecting 
the laws of Christ from the benefit of it, must point 
out where this is excepted from the general rule. 
Our deficiency in every part of our conduct, arkses 


from the weakness of our faith. The same holds true 


of our ignorance of any part of the will of Christ. 
Let it not be said that the one is deliberate and the 
other | not. No Christian can deliberately neglect any 


part of the will of God, knowing it to be such, but 


the same weakness in the faith which leads him habi~- 


tually to come short of his duty, may also lead him 
to|overlook what the Lord has commanded. He does 


not refiise obedience to Christ, but owing to his pre- : 
judices he is not convinced that such is _ Lord’s — 
will. | 
has been asked if we in Scrip-« 
_ ture, of any institution of Christ being made a matter 


of forbearance ; but the question ought to be, have 


Christ, and bringing forth the fruits of the Spirit, not 


being admitted into the fellowship of believers, be- 


cause he was weak on some particular subject, and 
‘was not satisfied that by acting as the church did, he 
would please God ? If there be nd such example. ihe 
general law of forbearance ought certainly to be ex- 


tended to believers who are weak respecting some of 


the laws of Christ, not with the view of confirming 
them j in error, or because we are not sure that they 
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| 
4 
i 
\ 
3. 
| 
if 
‘ 
| 
| 
' 
| 
| 


ness in the faith, but we are expressly commanded te 


~ 


OBLIGATIONS TO FORBEARANCE. «Og 


ere in error, but in order to instruct them in the way 
of God more perfectly *. 

But not only have we no example of refusing to re« 
ceive believers into our fellowship because of weak« 


receive them. “ Him,” says the apostle, “ that is weak 


in the faith receive ye,” Rom. xiv. 1. We can beat no 
loss to understand the meaning of receiving him. It 


means acknowledging and treating him as a believer tf, 


although weak and ill instructed on some points. So 


far from suspending our receiving him till his weak- 


‘ness be removed, we are to beware of leading him in-« 


to disputations on matters of which he is doubtful. 
This does not imply that we should not endeavour to 
instruct him, but that we should be cautious in doing 
so, lest by perplexing his mind, we occasion his mak~ 
ing shipwreck of faith altogether. | 
Not only is the precept general to receive believers 
| 
* It has already been observed; that believers are to be 
instrycted in the churches, respecting the doctrine ef 
Christ. To exclude them from the benefit of association 
with the disciples, because they are weak in the faith, 


would be like refusing to administer medicine till-the pa- 
tient was better. 


+ It has been said, that in this passage receiving him 
that is weak, dees not refer to receiving him into the 
church, but treating him with kindness after he is in it, 
But, lst, The precept is general, and apphies to both cases. 
2dly, If it be our duty to act to weak believers in the, 
church as the apostle enjoins, it must be equally our duty | 


to admit those who are not yet added toit. Did the apo- 


stle mean that they were to treat these already received 
with such kindnéss and forbearance, and to refuse to hold 
{sowship with others whose sentiments were the same ? 
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although weak, but it is founded on.a general princi- 
ciple, “ for God hath received him,” ver. 3.. N othing 


can be more»clear and express than this. Here isa 
- rule applicable to us in every situation ; weakness of 


faith discovers itself in various ways, according to our 
various circumstances. It formerly appeared in mak- 
ing a distinction between meats and drinks, and 
adopting the sentiments of those who blended the re- 
ligion}of Jesus with J udaism. It now appears in our 


minds being entangled in some of those errors where- 


_ by Christianity ‘has been corrupted, and from which 
our. deliverance is generally gradual. But in what- 


eyer way weakness in the faith discovers itself, our 

duty is plain, Him that is weak in the faith RECEIVE 

4 for God hath received him, i 
Weakness in the faith is a@ very great evil. In pro- 


| portion to men’s weakness, we must feel| uneasy on 


their account. A parent knows that he is liable to 
be deprived of any of his children, but he is peculiar- 
ly anxious about one who is weak and sickly. Tke 
apostles were aware of Satan's devices, and, therefore 
prayed night and day for the churches, but they felt 
particularly the danger of those who had fallen into 


error. Thus Paul tells the Galatians, that he stood 
in. doubt of them, ch.iv. 20. from their. attachment - 


to the law. This might be made a plea for not re- 
ceiving such as were weak in the faith. It) might be 


alleged, that instead of making progress they would 


apostatize altogether. The apostle therefore replies 
to this objection, ‘‘ Who art thou that judgest ano- 


or falleth: yea, he shall be holden up ; for God i is able 
td make him stand,” Rom.xiy. 4. What ‘right had 


they to form a Judgment? The weak beviever | 


ler man’s servant? to his own master he standeth | 


| 

| 
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‘was Christ’s servant. As such he desired to unite 
himself with his people. Why should they judge that 
he wotld depart from the faith? Why should they 
treat him as a reprobate ? He was another man’s ser- 
vant, and his master was able to holdhim up. They 
ought therefore te receive him, expecting frem the 
power and goodness of the master whom he served, 
that he would increase in faith and knowledge instead 
of falling. They ought to recollect, that although 
weak, he was doing what he believed to be the Lord’s 
will, and that both he and they were to stand before 
the judgment seat of Christ. It was therefore their 
duty, instead of employing themselves in judging him, 
to be much on their guard, lest by not receiving him 
they made him stumble and fall. : 
The apostle’s reasoning in this passage, exactly agrees 
with the declaration of the Lord. After stating that 
whosoever received one of his disciples received him, 
he adds, ‘* But whoso shall offend (or cause to stum- 
ble) one of these little ones which believe in me, it 
were better for him that a mill-stone were hanged 
about his neck, and that he were drowned in the depth 
of the sea,” Matt. xviii. 6. 
The apostle does not suppose the subject of for- 


bearance to be doubtful. He does not represent it as. i 


a matter of little consequence, nor does he wish those 
who are well instructed to participate in the erroneous 
views of the weak believer. None of these was ne- 
cessary to receiving him. ‘“ Let every man,” says 
he, * be fully persuaded in his own mind.” “I know, 
and am persuaded there is nothing unclean of itself, P 


ver. 14, 


Having formerly founded the commandment to re- 


ceive the weak believer, on the principle that God hath 


= i 
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‘however weak, in the observance and enjoyment of 


Christ *. 


| passage, see chap. iv. 
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edesived him, the apostle adds, “ The kingdom ‘of — 
God is not meat and drink, but righteousness and | 
peace, and joy in the Holy Ghost: for he that in _ 
these things serveth Christ is acceptable to.God, and 
‘approved of men,” ver. 17,18. , Every believer, ) 


these things, serveth Christ, and consequently is ac- 
ceptable to God---acceptable to God! and shall wenot =| 
receive him? Shall not this be a passport to admit =| 
him into every church of’ Christ ? His obedience, bi - 
joy, and his peace, are indeed imperfect ; but let him _ 
that has attained first cast a stone at him, and insist 7 
that he should not be received to fellowship. 
| Thus are believers taught to follow the lk that’ | 
make for peace, and things whereby they may edify 
‘one another, ‘ver. 19. The apostle » did not give ‘ 
these! directions with the view of perpetuating dif- 
ferences, but that by treating one another with af-— | 
fection after the example of Christ, they might be 
brought to unity of sentiment ; or, as he expresses it, 
might with one mind and one mouth glorify God, . 
even the Father of our Lord Jesus Christ. |“ Where- * 
fore,” he adds, “‘ receive ye one another, as Christ also 
received us, te the glory of God,” Rom. xv. 7. Here jf 
then is a clear and explicit rule for our conduct. We 
‘are to receive such as God hath received, although 
‘they are in some respects weak, or ill instructed. We 
“care to act towards them as Christ hath acted towards 
us ; and ‘we are to do so for their edification, and to 
produce unity of sentiment among the disciples of 


This principle is farther illustrated by instruc- 
\* F or an answer to objections to the view give of this 
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tions delivered by the apostle respecting those. whose 
weakness in the faith was discovered by the prejudices. 
peculiar to Gentiles who had been idolaters.. The Co- 
rinthians had written Paul for information respecting 
their duty on various subjects, 1 Cor. vii. 1, and, 
among others, respecting meats offered to idols. They 
seem to have thought that they might continue to go 
to the idols temples, where the worshippers feasted om 
what was offered to idols. The want of this would 
perhaps be particularly havd on the poor, who had 
there an opportunity of enjoying better fare than would 
otherwise have fallen to their lot. It appears, that 
with the view of reconciling: the apostle to this prac- 
tice, they intimated their full conviction of the folly 
of idolatry. Yes, replies the apostle, we know tliat 
we all have knowledge ; but he cautions them not to 
be so puffed up with their knowledge, as to overlook 
their weak brethren, 1 Cor. viii. 1. He fully admits 
the folly of idolatry, for an idol is mothing in the 
world, and there is only one God; but he observes, 
** Howbeit, there is not m every man that knowledge; 


_ for some, with conscience of the idol unto this hour, 


eat it as a thing offered to an idol; and their con- © 


science being weak is defiled,’ ver. 7. Here is the 


same forbearance which he showed to Jewish preju- 
dices. A man having conscience of an idol, or having 
some awe or dread of it on his mind, was a most 
dangerous error. It showed great weakness in the 
faith ; yet. not only were his prejudices to be borne — 
with, but great care was to be taken. lest he should 
be led to imitate his stronger brethren, and thereby 
act contrary to his conscience. The Corinthians ap- 


_ pear further to have urged, that meat commendeth us 


not to God; that we are ricither the’better nor the 


> 


@BLIGATIONS To PORBEARANCY: 


worse of eating. ‘“ But,” replies the apostle, “ take 


heed lest by any means this liberty of yours become: 
a stumbling-block to them that are weak,” ver. 9. 
Here we see, that those who were weak were not only 
to be treated as Christians, but those who were strong 
are taught that they were bound to act with the great- 
est tenderness towards them. . Let us go and do like- 
wise ; let us aim at instructing the weak, by acknow- 
ledging them as disciples, and receiving them into the 

churches of Christ, notwithstanding their remaining 
ignorance. There is not at this day a difference 
among believers on.a more important point than Jew- 
ish institutions, and having conscience of an idol. If 


the apostles commanded these differences of sentiment 


to be forborne with, ought we not to forbear with 
those, whose views are still eroneous, and their minds 
perplexed respecting the commandments of Christ, 


which have been so universally corrupted ? The great 


object of the apostles was to ascertain if a man was a 
believer in Jesus ; and if so, they received him as a 
brother, and treated his conseientious scruples, al- 
though erroneous, with the greatest tenderness ; and, 

instead of urging him to go beyond his conviction, 


‘they cautioned him against taking a step in religion, 
without being fully persuaded. Thus did they endea~ 
| vout to bring to maturity the faith of Jesus implant- 


ed 1 in his heart, although it seemed small as a grain of 
mustard seed. They were gentle to the believers, as 

a nursing mother cherisheth her children, 1 Thess. ii. 
13. _ They observed with regret the weakness of their 
faith, but in endeavouring to strengthen it, they were 


careful, lest, by using improper means, they might © 
: stumble them altogether ; just as the mother observes 
with anxiety the disease of _ child, sas takes care 
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in administering medicine to adapt it to the strength 
of the patient, lest the remedy should prove fatal. 

But however clear these apostolical precepts may 
be, the duty of forbearance does not rest on them 
alone, but on the whole tenor of the New Testament, 
and on the nature of the kingdom of Christ. He 
reigns over a willing people. He calls them friends ; 
he treats them not as slaves, but as children. He 
feeds his flock like a shepherd, he carries the lambs in 
his bosom, and gently leads those that are with 
young. Under human governments, the great object 
is submission. Attachment to the government is va- 
luable only as it leads to this. But the kingdom of 
Christ is upheld by his almighty power. His govern- 
ment cannot be shaken by rebellion. If his subjects 
are wise, they are wise to themselves; and if they 
scorn his authority, they alone shal] bear it. He 
chiefly looks to the state of the heart. Submission to 
his authority is valuable only as it indicates the heart 
to be right. Hence arises a great difference between 


_ his manner of governing, and that which earthly 


kings must adopt. They aim at obtaining the attach- 
ment of their subjects, for the sake of their services*, 
and cherish thosé¢ most, whose abilities or influence is | 
greatest. He artepts the service of his people as a 
proof of, and as the means of increasing their attach- 
ment. He chiefly regards those who love him most, 


* “Tt as possible,” says Dr Swift, Examiner, No. 29, 
‘‘ that a man may speculatively prefer the constitation of 
another country, or an Utopia of his own, . before that of 


the nation where he is born or lives, yet he may join hear- 


tily in preserving the government already settled.” We 
may add, that so long as he does so, Government will not 


trouble themsclves with his opinions, 
8 
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ewhinen mean their circumstances, or small their abi« 


lities for his service, Mark xii. 41. 2 Cor. viii. i2. A 
degree of forbearance which could not take place un- 
der any earthly government, is therefore perfectly 
compatible with the welfare of the kingdom of Christ. 
It is not necessary for him: to act in that summary 
way which must be employed by earthly governments 
for their security, and accordingly we find him acting 
in a very different manner. | 


CS When he appeared, he did not compel his Neuere 


instantly to abandon their prejudices, and without de- 
mur to receive every part of truth, on pain of being 
east off by him. He might have dene so, and have 
brought them to submit ; but he requires a reasona- 


ble service, an obedience founded on conviction and 


perception of the wisdom and excellence of his laws. 
Hence he taught them as they were able to it. He 
gradually led them forward, although he of 
ved their slowness of understanding. He pursued the 
same plan after his resurrection. Even after the out- 
pouring of the Spirit, in consequence of their preju- 
dices, the apostles did not at once see all the will of 
Christ ; but he acted to them, and to the Jewish be- ’ 
lievers, with the patience of a father educating his 


child. He permitted them to continue to observe the 


Mosaic ritual, and gradually prepared them! for its 
complete abolition. Thus we are taught forbearance 
with the weak, in the same way that we “ taught 
every other important truth, by facts, and we cannot 
edopt a different line of conduct, and require unifor- 
mity of sentiment, and freedom from prejudice, as a 
term of communion, without acting diametrically op- 


posite to the example given us by our ‘Lord. ..He 


might at once: have fully instructed his apostles, and 


repro- 
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removed all prejudice from their minds ; but as he 
did not intend to adopt this plan with his people in 
every age, in his treatment of his apostles he has 
taught us how we ought to treat each other. 

Indeed, from the manner in which the Lord ins 
structed his disciples, and directed the apostles to 
teach. the churches, it would appear, that im order to 
our being moulded into his doctrine, we must receive — 
it gradually as we do our food. The:nourishment of 
our bodies depends not on the quantity of food which — 
we receive, but on what we are able to digest, and 
there seems to be some analogy respecting divine 
truth. A man passes from death to life, by believing 


that Jesus.is the Son of God; but his progress in 


the knowledge of his will, and of the nature of his 
kingdom, ts gradual, and often very slow, especially 
when he has been brought to the knowledge of the 
truth among those who entertain unscriptural opi- 
nions.. We should endeavour to lead such an one for- 
ward ; but in doing so, let us never lose sight of the 
meekness, long-suffermg, and gentleness of Christ. 
To this day, he is the great teacher of each individual 


believer, and we'see that he follows the samé plan he | 


adopted when on earth. He removes their prejudices 
one after another, and not all at once: He is the 
good Shepherd, and, like one of old, he does not over- 
drive his flock, lest they should die, Gen. xxxiii. 13. 
We sometimes see persons appear to make rapid pro- 
gress in the knowledge of the will of God; who very soon 
make shipwreck of faith. We see others seem to ad- 
vance in knowledge, while they lose the deep impres- 
sion of eternal things which they formerly had, when 
they held very unscriptural views on various subjects. 
This arises from their having followed men, instead 


82 OBLIGATIONS ‘TO FORBEARANCE: 
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of sdting from full conviction, under the influence of 
the fear of God, and this forms a powerful motive to 
forbearance. 
The forbearance of our Lord with his disciples; 


when on earth, was very remarkable. How plainly 


and repeatedly did he inform them of his death and 


_resutrection ! how fully did he explain the nature of 


his kingdom |..-but so blinded were they by preju- 


dice, that they could not receive it. It may be said, 


that the kingdom was not at that time established, 
and that their ignorance was the more excusable. This 
is true ; but we see him exercising the same forbear- 


ance towards the believers after his resurrection, and 
-enjoming this forbearance on the churches, 


The difference of sentiment among the lady 
gave the apostles much uneasiness, and they endea- 
voured, by unremitted exertions, to produce unity. 
Nay, they foresaw the awful apostasy which was to 


take place, and they knew that the differences in their 
| days, were the beginning of this system of abornina- 


They knew that the mystery of iniquity, 2 
Thess. ij.'7. or the sinful secret of corrupting Chri- 
stianity by Jewish observances, was 
they knew what evils it would occasion. What means 


did they adopt to ‘arrest its progress ? They might | 


have produced unity in the churches of Christ, by 
commanding those who were not infected with this 
error to separate from the others ; but they followed 
a different course. They prayed and laboured night 
and |day, with many tears, to produce unity by in- 
struction, and not by separation, Here then is a 
plain example for our imitation. | 


The apostles saw that their errors arose frobe i igno- | 
rance : they did not palliate the evil of this, but they 
endeavoured to remove It. As long as men held fast 


was then at work, and 
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‘the truth, they were allowed to remain among the dis+ 
ciples, that their prejudices might be removed. The 
- apostles adapted their instructions to the weakness of 


the brethren. ‘ I have fed you,” says Paul, “ with 
milk, and not with meat ; for hitherte ye were not’ 
able to bear it, neither yet now are ye able,” 1 Cor. 
ii. 2. Now if men were received into the fellowshrp 
of the saints, although under the influence both of - 
Jewish and Gentile prejudices, which were opposed to: 
the gospel ; if the apostles instructed the believers as 
they were able to bear it, shall we so far deviate from. 
this example as to endeavour to obtain unity by sepa- 
ration from all who are under the influence of prejudice ? | 
The duty of mutual forbearance is farther evident 
from the consideration that we have one master in the 
kingdom of Christ. All authority.is lodged in the. 
Head, and he warns us against lording it over each 
other: ‘ All ye are brethren.” Shall we then dare 
to exclude any whom we believe he has-received? No- 
thing but a positive commandment from Jesus could 
entitle us to act such a part. . A church of Christ is 
not a voluntary society, which may receive or reject 
whom they please: it is the fold. of Christ, and his 


sheep are to be received into it. As to our own houses, 


we. may receive or keep out whom we please ; but the. 
church is the house of God, 1 Tim. ul. 15.; is design- 
ed for his children, and it is at our peril that we refuse 

any of them admission. .Let it not then be said that 

we must have a positive warrant for receiving one 

who cannot in faith observe some parts of the will of 
God. We are expressly commanded to receive the 

disciples of Christ, and nothing but his authority could 

warrant us in rejecting one of them. 


The unity of the kingdom of Christ also establishes. 


| 


a false view of the divine character ? It is 
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the duty of forbearance. . Believers are commanded.te 
hold the unity of the Spirit in the bond of | peace. 
¢ ‘ By one Spirit are we all baptized into one body, 
whether we be Jews or Gentiles, whether we be bond 
or free ; and have been all made to drink into one 
Spirit.” 1 Cor. xii. 13.“ He that is joined to the 
Lord is one Spirit.” 1 Cor.vi.17. “No man can 
say that Jesus i is the Lord, but by the Holy Ghost.” 
1 Cor, xii, 8. Now when we refuse those who have 
the Spirit of Christ, who are united to him, do we 
not break the unity of the Spirit, do we not refuse 
Christ? ‘ Wheso,” said shall receive one such little 
ohild j in my name, receiveth me.” Mat. xviii, | 5. By 
not receiving a disciple we exclude the Spirit of 
Christ, we divide the kingdom of Christ against it- 
self. Surely these things ought not so to be, Must 
not this grieve the holy Spirit of God? Does it not give 
mitted 
that God hath received a man; we consider him a 
Christian, yet we will not receive him. Is not this 
like withstanding God? Can we. wonder at the want 
of prosperity in churches which act such a part? 

It is admitted on all hands, that in many things we 


must exercise, mutual forbearance. We see our breth. 


ren not living under. the influence of the truth as they 
ought to do ; we see in them and feel in ours¢lves too 
much love tothe world. We see them indulging in 
many eyil tempers, on account of which we admonish 


them, but we forbear with them. Now when we for-. 


bear with these things, as indeed we must do, and re- 


| fuse forbearance about any institution of Christ, do 


we not represent the latter to be more important than 


_ the former? But “ pure religion, and undefiled, be- 
foie Gpd and the Father, is at To visit the father- 


t 
if 
H 
| 
| 
a 
» | 
| 
| 
; | 


OLLIGATIONS TO FORBEARANCE. $5 
less and widows in their affliction, and to keep him- 
self unspotted from the world.” Jamesi. 27. He 
who possesses most of this religion, is the greatest in 


the kingdom of Christ ; but does not the practice to 


which we refer reverse the matter? Does it not prove 
that we fall into the error of the Pharisees, misunder- 
standing the Lord’s declaration, “ I will have mercy 
and not sacrifice ?” We by no means set any of the 
laws of Christ in opposition to a right temper of mind ; 


_ this would be to divide the kingdom of Christ against 


itself. When the apostle teaches us that love is 
greater than faith or hope, he does not intend to un- 
dervalue these. All the will of God is perfectly 
harmonious. The laws of Christ are all calculated to- 
promote a proper temper, and we suffer more loss than 
we are often aware of by neglecting any of them. 


But still, as love is greater than faith and hope, 


whence it springs, so is a holy and subdued temper, 

a heart constrained by love, greater than the ob- 
servance of those laws which tend to its forma- 
tion. Now if we receive a person who is inferior in these 
things, because he observes all the laws appointed for 
the disciples when assembled, and reject oné whose con- 


duct is more circumspect, because he cannot observe 


some of them in faith, .do we not give a false repre- 
sentation of the kingdom of Christ *? Do we not 


* When the apostle directs the Romans to receive 
those who laboured under Jewish prejudices, and were 


therefore weak in the faith in comparison of those who 


were exempt. from these prejudices, his words do not 
necessarily imply, that on the whole the former were in- 


_ ferior to the latter. “They might be living more under 


the influence of the truth, and adorning the doctrine of | 
God more than the others. ‘The same may still be the 
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Believers are all schola’s, they are but learneis, and 
hence, results the duty of mutual forbearance, Or 
this ground Paul enforces tlie duty. After des¢ribing 
himself as not having attained, | but as pressing for- 


ward, he adds, “ Let us therefore, as many as be pers 


fect, be thus minded ; and if in any thing ye be other- 
wise (differently) minded, God shall reveal even this 
unto you. _ Nevertheless, wh: -reto we have alreatly at~ 
ined, let us walk by the same rule, let us mind the 
same thing, ” Phil. iii. 15, 16. Here he supposes a differ. 
ence of sentiment among the believers, but exhorts 


them ail to press forward, and encourages*them to 


hope that wherein they differ, God will bring / them 
to unity. It is asked, do we expect a new revelation ? 
We answer, no ; nor does it appear that the apdstle is 


speaking in this passage of a new revelation; as the 
truth was originally implanted in their hearts by God, 
Mat. xvi. 17. so their progress is ascribed to him. 


But in the course of providence much light i is thrown — 


on vafious parts of divine truth, By the destruction 
of J erusalem, the controversy respecting Jewish. ob- 
servanices, must have been in a great measure ended *. 
The apostle seems to allude to this. And a have 


reason to believe, that by the destruction f the 
case. ee may see persons to be weak on some sub; ects 
who are far superior to us. This should ever be Kept in 
mind, and the consideration is calculated to check that 
self. preference to which we are all prone, and which want 
of forb¢arance tends to foster. 


| 
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. This is perfectly consistent with what is said of the 
corruption of Christianity, by the introduction of Jewish 
observances. The controversy was closed in one sense, 
but the same error was revived under another fo 


break the beautiful harmony of | his ‘commandments ? 
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power, called in Scripture Babylon, God will put an 
end to the present differences among his people. We 
are informed, that the vail being taken from the 


hearts of the Jews, will be like life from the dead. 


But at all events, the commandment to the Philip- 


_pians is express, to forbear with each other, notwith- 


standing a difference of attainment, from the consi- 


deration that none of them were perfect. 


The same is-enjoined in other passages; thus the — 
apostle directs Timothy to follow peace with them 
that call-on the Lord out of a pure heart, 2 Tim. ii. 22. 
And again, “ For in Christ Jesus neither circumcj- 
sion availeth any thing, nor uncircumcision, but 2 
new creature. And as many as walk according to 
this rule, peace be upon them, and mercy, and upon 
the Israel of God.” Gal. vi. 15,16. ‘* Grace be with 


_ all them that love our Lord Jesus Christ in sincerity. 


Amen.” Eph. vi. 24. These precepts are express on 
the subject of forbearance towards all the disciples of | 
Christ, and they cannot be set aside without resort- 
ing to a mode of interpretation, which would throw 
all Scriptufe loose. 
‘Thus we-have seen, that the duty of forbearance to- 
wards believers who may be instructed on various points 
is fully established, and that there is no reason for 
excepting the laws of Christ delivered to the churches. 
We are expressly commanded to receive those whom 
God hath received, and this principle is illustrated by 
examples “of forbearance, both towards Jewish and 
Gentile prejudices. It is founded on the nature of 
the kingdom of Christ, and is taught by the uniform 
example of the Lord and his apostles. It results 
from the relation in which we stand to each other ; 
from the unity of the kingdom of God, and the con- 
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nexion in which. every believer stands to his great 
Head. Our character as learners, receiving grace ac- 
cording to the measure of the gift of Christ, also esta- 
blishes the doctrine of forbearance, and it is enforced by 
various precepts. The inconsistency of those who deny 
it has been pointed out, it has been shown to be perfect- 
ly compatible with the highest regard for the authority 
of Jesus, and that it tends to produce unity among be- 
lievers. | Let us not then please ourselves by requiring 
our brethren to do any thing in religion, of which they 
do not see the obligation, in order to their enjoy- 
ing with us the fellowship of the gospel. Let us re- 
member that no ordinance can profit them, unless 


they observe it from conviction. Whatsoever, we do 


in réligion which is not of faith, is sin. Let|us not 
then attempt to force the consciences of any, let us not 
exercise lordship over God’s heritage, nor style the 
weak, saying to them with David’s enemies, “ go 
serve other gods,” for ye cannot be received into the 
) churches of the saints. Believers are all begotten to 
a lively hope, by the resurrection.of Christ from the 
dead. They are all the children of God; heirs of 
God, and joint heirs with Jesus Christ. They are all 
the temple. of the holy Spirit which dwelleth in them. 
Under the teaching of this Spirit they are cen up 


for the inheritance reserved for them in heaven ; their 
fellowship i is with the Father, and with his Son Jesus 
Christ.---Whom God hath thus joined let not man pre- 
sume to put asunder, endeavouring to keep thei i in 2 
state of separation from each other. 
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CHAP. IIL 


ON THE CAUSES OF WANT OF FORBEARANCE AMONG 
BELIEVERS, AND ITS CONSEQUENCES. 


Ww: have already attended to the line of conduct 


adopted and enjoined by the apostles, in order to pro- 


mote unity of sentiment in the churches. We have seen 
how uneasy they were at,the differences which sub- 
sisted, and how assiduously they laboured to remove 
them, while they at the samé time enjoined mutual 
forbearance, and did not permit believers to be sepa- 
rated from the churches, notwithstanding the weak* 
ness of their faith. It may now be profitable to con- 
sider how a system so very different has been intro- 
duced among Christians. 

That pride and desire of pre-eminence which led 
some to undervalue the apostolic precepts while they 
were alive, 3 John 9. soon produced a general devia- | 
tion from their example when they were dead. Ter- 
tullian, about the year 200, informs us, that in many 
things Christians had deviated from the primitive | 
mode, for the sake of peace and discipline. This ne- — 
cessarily produced endless divisions and controver- 
sies. Men’s views of peace and discipline varied with 
their circumstances, and under the influence of this 
false principle, Christians would soon have differed as_ 
much in their faith and religious practice, as they did 
in their language and civil customs. One evil always 
leads to another. To promote that unity- which is so 
much recommended in the word of God, humau 
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authbrity was resorted to ; certain bishops clairaed’-a 
superiority over others, and meetings of the clergy 
were held, where differences were settled, and regula- 
tions delivered for the guidance of the churches. 
Such as refused submission to the decrees of these 
Says were anathematized and denounced as here- 
Before Constantine's time a correspondence was 
mal up between the apostolic sees *, so that a consi- 
dlesable degree of unity prevailod «in what was called 
the church, although innumerable sects or heresies 
were constantly arising. | 
Ina little time this church got a visible and power- 


ful head, in the person of the emperor t, and now 


_ they were able to give their mandates ‘greater effect, 
| by subjecting heretics to various penalties. This was 
not likely to produce a greater spirit of forbearance. 
Indeed, previous to this, the councils had been suffi- 
ciently arrogant-and dogmatical. They often) issued 
their decrees without deigning to support them by 
the authority of the apostles, and yet required imme- 


diate submission. As the whole of this system was 


“diametrically opposite to the New Testament, re- 
course was generally had to the Old Testament Scrip- 
tures for establishing the authority of the councils. 
There they met with a system, which, as they explain- 
edand applied it, eountenanced their measures. They 


found a king in Israel, a separate order of men called 


ai and an example of punihing such as = re- 


* isux means the seat of a bishop. The apostolic sees 


were those where the apostles were supposed to have been. 


fixed, as Jerusalem, Rome, Antioch, a 


t ‘The emperor, we believe, never took the title of 
the of the church, but he SO. 
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fractory. To this they consequently referred, and at- 
tempted to vindicate their own proceedings by exam- 


_ples drawn from Seripture. The nature of the kingdom 


of Israel rendered temporal punishment by the magi- — 
strate necessary. In a civil government offenders cannot 
be forborne, or at least forbearance cannot be carried 
far, and although the situation of Israel was peculiar, 
it was to all intents and purposes a civil government, for 
it regulated all questions of personal safety and pro-' 
perty. When this government became the model of 
the church, intolerance followed’ of course, and the 
man who refused submission to a council, was looked 
on in the same light as a man would be in this coun- 
try, who disregarded an act of Parliament. 

The constitution of the church, like other human 
governments, underwent a considerable change. The 
Pope took place of the emperor, and became the 
head of the church.. But still the same system was 
carried.on, and the Pope’s bull decided what men 
should believe, and.how they’should worship God. 
_ At the Reformation, the New Testament Scriptures 
were more appealed to, and many gross abuses ‘were in 


consequence corrected, but still human authority 


in religion was acknowledged, and either the king 
became the head of the church, and with the as~ 
sistance of a convocation issued laws for its go- 
vernment, or it assumed the form of a represen- 
tative republic, in which the legislative power was 
lodged in a general assembly. Independents went — 
a step farther. They denied to the magistrate any — 
authority in religion, but still the authority which had 
been vested in a council, then in a Pope, a king and 
convocation or a general assembly, was transferred to 
the church which claimed the right-of anathematiz- 
| D8 
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ing or separating those who did not submit to their 


authority, and acknowledge their decisions to be the. 


mind of God... ; | 
Ong is your master, said Jesus, even Christ, and 
allyeare brethren. Hence he cautioned them against 


lording it over each other. It has been pretty gene- 


rally admitted, that no individual should claim domi- 
 nion oyer another ; but all churches, from that of Rome 
to thage who are called by the name of Mr Glas, have 
usurped a degree of authority to which they were not 
entitled, and have required submission to thei ire 
and decisions. This is the essence of Popery ; i 
tT not where the power is considered to be les 
ed ; if it is any where but in Christ, whether in an 
or in a church, there As antichrist. — 


‘ll not 
hereh are to be separated. Undoubtedly: 


without i it, churches could not go on at all. Christians 
must be expected to aet improperly to each other, 
and. at times to refuse satisfaction for the injury: 
ya ve done. This produces strife and conten- 


Were this permitted, that love by which a 


pak ae of Christ is knit together, would soon be at an 


end. The brethren would take different sides accord- 
ing to their attachment to the parties, and) there 


would be confusion and every evil werk. Thi 


ever i$ precluded: by the law, Met. xvii. The person. 
received the injury, is tov remons with: 


word may be established in the mouth of 


| 
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w of Jesus deserves the most implicit regard ; 


three panbame and that the om of the church may not 
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be occupied in listening to.contradictory statements. If 
the offender will not hear them, it is to be t@@ to the 
church ; and if he still persist in refusing to be recon 
ciled to his brother, he is to be separated. 

In this case the church proceeds under the imme. 
diate direction of Christ ; they exercise no authority 
of their own. Imother cases they receive, admonish 


_ or exclude certaim persons, but they exercise no autho- 


city in any of these acts. They yield obedience to 
their Lord and Master. No more power is given to 


‘the church over an individual, than to an individual 


over the church. Either of them are bound to sepa- 
rate from the other m certain cases. In every case 
that occurs, the ehureh has only to inquire what the 
Lord has appointed to be done in such a situation. 
‘This they learn from the Bible; which they hold in 
their hands. Nothing is left to their diseretion ; 


they are to establish matters of fact by proper evi- 


dence, and they are even mformed what degree of 
evidence Is 


* The miedoae of the law dalintend by the Lord, Mat. 
xviii, 15—17. is evident. It is adapted to promote love 
among the disciples, to prevent their trespassing against 
each other, and to put a stop to feuds and alienation of 
mind, But instead of being considered as a rule to regu- 
late our conduct in persona? matters, it has been extended 
to very part of the conduct of brethren, and has become 
a.source of vexation and tyranny. When @ brother ses 
in another any thing that displeases him, he takes the 


_ steps which he says our Lord has directed. ‘There’ mey 
_ be parts of the sentiments or conduct of our brethren, on 


account of which it may be necessary to warn, reprove or 
separate them; but the rule in Matthew respectsonly perso+ 
nal trespasses. Its language | is, “If thy brother trespass; 


against thee.” 
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“It is true, we are all to cultivaté a spirit of subjec- 
tion to each other, and to be clothed with humility ; 


but this is very different from receiving for doc- 


trines the commandments of men. Humility wilh 


or us from requiring our brother to submit to 
his i is not always sufficiently attended to. Peo- 
ole apt to forget, that although we are command- 


ed to please one another, and to give up our own i in- 
clinations for the sake of our brethren, they have no 
more right to.demand this, or to point out how far it 
is to'be carried, than the poor have to demand what 
appears to them to be necessary for the relief of their 


wan If we withhold from the poor what is meet,. 


the lord will require it ; but what we give, must be a 
matter of bounty, not of requisition. So, if| we do 
not consider the feelings of our, brethren, we discover 
a want of love for which we shall answer to the Lord ; 
but our brethren should remember, that this duty 
must be enforced by exhortation, and not by compul- 
am Indeed, where submission to men in religion 
begins, there the fear of God must end. “ If I yet 
pleased men,” says the apostle,| I should not be the 
servant of Christ *.” | 
Here then we see the cause ee want of forbearance. 
It originated in a deviation from apostolic ptactice, 
from the establishment of a worldly kingdom under 
the an of the church, which required submission 
to 2 9: on pain of ran But a church of 


* Tt is true that people fearing | God may be led to sub- 


mit to human authority in religion, from misinterpretation 
of Sctipture ; ; such as its being their duty in all things to 
hear the church : but in so far they are acting improperly, 
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-brist, must in all. respects yield implicit subjection to 
the Lord, disclaiming the right to enact regulations, 
It must not take a single step without the sanction of 
the word of God. | | 
Believers are commanded to watch over one ano- 
ther, to warn and admonish each other ; but are al- 
ways taught to remember that they aré brethren, and 
have no dominion over each other. This was very 
necessary ; for the question, who should be the great- 


est, which was repeatedly agitated among the apostles, 


while they beheld Christ with their eyes, is’ constantly 
apt to be renewed. Let it once be understood that 
the Lord has delegated authority to the church, and 
one or more will ‘get the management of this engine 
of power, and lord it over their brethren. Let it be 
understood that the voice of the church is the voice 
of God, and, under pretence of enforcing his laws, 


- Maen may east out or reject whom they please, unless 


the brethren, or such as desire to have fellowship with 
them, give up their judgment entirely to them. This 
great evil is guarded against, by its being distinctly 
understood that all authority is lodged in Christ, that 


he delegated it to none but his apostles *. 


In some churches, from not attending to this, there 
bas.been a vexatious interference with the conduct of 


_ * Many hold that we are bound to follow apostolic ex- 
ample, who insist on the brethren yielding implicit sub- 
mission to the church. They seem to think that the 
church has succeeded to the authority of the apostles. 
‘his is a modification of popery. ‘The Pope claims te be 
the successor of Peter, and to inherit his power. Protestant 


bishops consider themselves the successors of the apostles; 


and if a church claims subjection to its mandates, it ful. 
}>ws in the same road. 
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the brethren, which is calculated to have the worst 
effects, and to prejudice believers altogether roar 
Christian fellowship. It. has been truly said, { Men 
are but children of a larger growth. * Ina family 
where parents are attentive. to the conduct of their 
children, repressing evil, and exciting them to what 
is good, we see a constant disposition to improper in- 
terference. It is easier to learn to know what is right, 
than to practise it; and it is very pleasant to assume 
superiority by correcting others. Hence we see chil- 


dren. constantly prone to find fault with each other, to 
be very careful in pointing out what is wrong, and — 


zealously insisting on the offender submitting to their 
reproofs, | This creates contention, and the authority 
of the parents is necessary to repress this disposition, 
and to teach the children that they are not each other’s 


_masters, and that they would do well to be more obs. 
servant of their own faults, and less so of those of 


their brothers and sisters. The same disposition pre- 
vails in churches, and we find the same remedy: - aps 


plied by the apostles. ‘ My brethren, be not many. 


masters (or teachers), knowing that we shall receive 
the greater condemnation ; for in many eel we of- 
fend all,” Jamesiii.1,2., 

Every part of the discipline of Christ’s bie is 
adapted to form the Christian character. While the 
oversig ight which believers are commanded to exercise 
towards each other is calculated to promote circum- 
spection, it is not calculated to harrass them, or. to 
make them busy bodies in other men’s matters. But 
from the intolerant spirit which has prevailed, and the 
ideas ‘attached to hearing the church, the brethren are 
made judges of each other, and\a spirit of usurpation 


and bondage is produced, — cramps ite 
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the exercise of the talents committed to them. They 
become the servants of the church, not in the sense 
in which the apostles gloried in that title, when they 


willingly laboured with all humility of mind to pro- 


mote the welfare of their brethren, but by being re- 
quired to conform to the will of the church on pain of 
exclusion. | 

Such. discipline is most pernicious. It is calculated 
to form tyrants and slaves. It is calculated to lead 
men to forget the judgment-seat of Christ, and only to 
think of the tribunal of the church. No wonder that 
many believers have been prejudiced against such a sys- 
tem. It may admit of a doubt, whether the evils 
arising from this one principle of the brethren being 
bound to conform to the will ef the church, does not. 
counterbalance the advantages of the other parts of 
their fellowship, which are drawn from the Scriptures. 
It is our duty not only to point out to each other any 
impropriety of conduct, but to caution each other 
against the temptations to which we are mutually ex- 


posed. This ought to be done in love, and to be ac- 


knowledged as an act of kindness. Discipline con- 


ducted according to the rule of the word of God, in 


a spirit of submission to the authority of Christ, of 
caution against lording it over our brethren, and of 
recollection that every man must bear his own bur- 
den, must stand or fall to his own Master, is an un- 
speakable blessing; but, instead of this, a spurious 
disciphne has been introduced, which only tends to 
make believers the servants of men. This is entirely 
unsuitable to the nature of the kingdom of Christ, 
who not only forbids our calling any man, Father, on 


earth, but who does not call his people servants, but 


friends. 
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The apostles closely copied the meckness 
fleness of Christ. They were willing to be the ser- 
vants of ‘all, but we find them stedfastly refusing to 
any dominion similar to what we are referring to. 
Some would have brought Paul into subjection to 
Jewish observances ; but although to the Jews he be- 
came as a Jew, he refused to yield to those who 
would have brought him into bondage ; ; to whom, 
says he, we gave place by subjection, no, not for an 
hour, that the truth of the gospel might continue 
with you, Gal.ii. 5. “ With me,” says he to the 
Corinthians, “ it is a very small matter to be judged 
of you, or of man’s judgment.---Therefore judge no- 


_ thing before the time, until the Lord come, who both 


will bring to light the hidden things of darkness, and 
will make manifest the counsels of the hearts ; and 
then shall every man have praise of God,” 1 Cor. iv. 
5. Again, having repelled some slanders uttered 


against him, he seems to have been afraid that he 
' should thus seem to admit that they had a title to 


question him, and to decide on his conduct ; he there- 
fore adds, “ Think ye that we excuse ourselves unto 
you? we speak before God in Christ: but we do all 


_ things, dearly beloved, for your edifying,” 2 Cor, Xii. 


19. He was willing to be the servant of all; but 
for their own sakes, he.would allow none to condider 
themselves his master, and he wis equally caret of 
seeming to have dominion over them. | 
Where the Scripture doctrine of forbearance id un- 
derstood and practised, the evils which have been 
mentioned are prevented. There is no jealousy of 
the authority of the church, for it claims none. [fa 
man desires to be-added to the church, the brethren 


inquire if he be. in the faith---if God hath received 
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tunt; and if so, they receive him as a brother. They 
teach and admonish him with all wisdom, reminding 
him that Christ alone is his Master, and that he is re~ _ 
sponsible only to him. They endeavour to convince him 
where he is wrong, but they warn him against follow- 
ing men. They tell him, that whatever is not of 
faith is sm; and that every man must be fully per- 
suaded in his own mind. Thus they keep the judg- 
ment-seat of Christ ever before him, and prevent him 
from being satisfied with a name among men. If, he 
depart from the truth, they separate him, in obedience 
to the same authority on which they received him, __ 
Let us now consider the influence of non-forbear- 
ance on the character of believers, in their intercourse 
with those who are not in their fellowship.. It has 


been frequently observed, that, some Christians appear 


mild to those who have no profession of religion, but 
harsh to such as appear to believe the truth, although 
they are ill-instructed on many subjects. This is the 
natural consequence of non-forbearance. If a disciple, 
connected with a church which only receives those 
who are like-minded in all things, acts consistently, 
le will not treat such as differ with him as believers 
in private. He will not pray with them as Christians, 
nor in any way acknowledge them, however much 
théy may, in many respects, adorn the doctrine of 
Christ. It is evident what ‘effect this must have on 
himself. It is likely to foster pride, to puff him up — 
with a coneeit of his superior knowledge, and to. en- 
courage him to gratify the natural malignity of his 
heart ander the appearance of faithfulness. We are 
all sufficiently disposed to high-mindedness, we are all 
prone to despise others ; but how hurtful must’ it. be 


to hold a principle which so directly tends to encou- 
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thhee dispositions! “ If the light,” said 
that is in you be darkness, how great is that dark- 
ness !” What again must be the effect of this conduct 
ona believer, who is ill-informed | respecting the Jaws 
of Christ ? He says, ‘ By their fruits ye shall know 
them.” He hears us speak with much apparent feel- 
ing of gbedience to Christ, of an ardent.love to our 
brethren ; but.he observes himself, and those who 
are not united with -us, treated with indifference and 
contempt. He observes our sarcastic remarks on the 
religion of those. who, it may be, .have made great 
sacrifices for conscience sake, although they are igno- 
rant on. many subjects. These, he says to himself, 
are not the fruits of the Spirit, this is not the meek- 
ness, the gentleness, and long-suffering of Christ.| He 
supposes that this temper is the necessary conse- 
quence of attention to, laws which he has been actus 
tomed to hear spoken of as caleulated to withdraw 
men’s attention from the truth, and he is now conyin- 


ced that this is the.case, and that \we plage the whole 


of religion in certain observances. Thus are the laws 


of Christ blasphemed, and the weak stumbled and 
prejudiced against instruction, while, it. may be, we 


are acting upon a mistaken pincla and bid dps 
ring to serve the Lord. 


‘Some, we are aware, condemn. such a mode of pro- : 


ceeding, while they hold the principle of non-forbear- 
ance. They will not receive a person into the church, 

but will pray with him as a disciple; nay, and esteem 
him highly for the truth’s sake.. The inconsistency of 
such conduct has been already noticed. ‘These per- 
sons sometimes charge those who refuse to liold réli- 
rious fellowship with persons whom they would not 
receive into the church, with the spirit of the Phat i 
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see ; but they should consider, that those whom they 
condemn, are only following out their own princi- 


ples. 


It is now about seventy years since churches were first 


_ formed in this country, in imitation of those of which 


we read in the New Testament. Mr Glas.at first main- 
tained the doctrine of forbearance*. He afterwards - 


* The following is an extract from Mr Glas’ Testi- 

mony of the King of Martyrs on this subject.—‘ As none 
are by us to be accounted subjects of his kingdom, but 
those whom Christ commands us to reckon his disciples, 
or that they a:e of the truth; so all that appear to be of 
the truth, without difference, are by us to be held for sub- 
jects of this kingdom, and to be dealt with according- 
ly.— 
‘In this truth, all Christ’s subjects are one, however 
otherwise differenced. They are of different nations, dif- 
ferent stations in the world, and of different parties in 
the world; they have different. measures of gifts and. 
grace, different measures of light, whence differences of 
cpinion and practice will be found among them, and they 
are liable to error in many cases while they are in this 
world; so that uniformity in all these things, which some 
of them may judge very necessary, is not to be expected 
here ; but herein they are all one, they are “ every one of 
this truth,” yea, even though they may have different spe- 
culations about it, and controversies of words, while the 
truth itself reigns in all their hearts. This is that unity 
of the faith, wherein all the members of the body of Christ, 
even the babes not very skilful in the word of righteous- 
ness, are every one, according to their measure, growing 
up * unto the measure of the stature of the fulness of 
Christ,” Eph. iv. 13. | 

‘ Thus they are united by Christ’s word, according to 
his prayer to the Father that they may be one, John xvi, 
20, 21. “ Neither pray I for these alone, but for them also 


| 

| 

| 

| 

t 

| | 

| 

| 
1 

« 


52 CAUSES AND CONSEQUENCES | 


"gave it up altogether ; and we see the effects of in 
lerance in the little progress made in the churches 
bearing his name. Most the = churches 


| 
“ which shall believe on me asobats their word ; that they 
all may be one, as thou, Father, art in me, and I in thee ; 
that they also may be one in us: that the world may le- 
hieve that thou hast sent me.’ ‘They are more clos¢ly 
joined together in this truth, than they can be by aby 
other means whatsoever, and it is of more force to unite 


them, than any thing can be to divide them ; 3 SO that it is 


impossible for any difference to break this union. Here is 
Christ their peace, on whom all their iniquities met, Isa. 
iii. 6. ; and his righteousness, which is unto them all, and 
- upon them all, without difference, and is the foundation 
of one and the same hope unto them all, Rom. iii. 22. 


Gal. iv. 5. 7, v. 5. his blood, his cross, whereby the enmi- 


ty is slain, and they all reconciled to God in one body. 

By this truth, they are all made to drink into one Spirit, 
which they receive through the hearing of faith, and are 
~ all related to God as their father, and to Christ as their 
brother-ransomer, their one Lord Redeemer. And in be- 

ing of this truth, they are all united to Christ by it, as 
fellow-members of that one and same body, whereof he is 
the head ; and though the members be many ways differ 
enced, yet there is but one body, wherein all the members 
are growing up in the unity of the faith, and knowledge 
of the Son of God. Ought they not therefore to en- 
_ deavour to ‘ keep the unity of the Spirit 1 in this bond of 
peace, forbearing one another in love,” as to other differ- 
ences? Should any party of them rise up to oblige all 
_ others to uniformity with them in matters of differende, 

and so to establish another bond of peace, to the dividing 
of the body of Christ, which yet must remain united in 

this bond, in spite of all differences? Or dare we exclude 


¥ from the privileges of Christ’s kingdom, and reject from 


out church communion the least of them that are of this 
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in this country have been formed on their model, and 
they have almost all adopted the principle of non-for- 
bearance. ‘ What has been the consequence? The 
more that knowledge has been increased, the more 
have divisions multiplied. In few towns is there one 
baptist church, without twot or three others who can 
have no fellowship together. This is easily accounted 
for. Each is convinced they ought not to give up | 
any thing which Christ has enjoined. So far it is 
well; but they-also imagine, that they must reject all 
who differ from them in any respect: and thus sepa- 
rations among the disciples of Christ, of which we 
find no example in the New Testament, are multipli- 
ed without end, and the way of truth is evil spoken 
of. 

Were the Scripture doctrine of forbearance proper- 
ly understood, believers would not be jealous of each 
other’s progress ; they would be disposed to listen to 
any part of the will of Christ, to which their atten-— 
tion might be directed. But the principle of non- 
forbearance in fact implies, that the church has alrea- 
dy attained. It is true they have no written confes- 
sion, but their sentiments on every subject are under- 
stood, and those who call any of them in question, 
are considered as introducing innovations destructive 


truth, because they follow not with us in our uniformi- 
‘ty; and this after the only Lord of the church hath said, 
every one that is of the truth heareth my voice?’ Testimony 
of the King of Mariyrs, ch. v. sect.2. 4. pp. 150.153. 
We do not approve of evefy sentiment in the above 
quotation, such as that uniformity is not to be expected. 
here ; but had Mr Glas acted on these principles, the 
churches planted by his means would at this day have pre- 
sented a very different aspect. 
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_ of the pinciples of the church, or, as it is quain 
termed, of the profession. It is ¢vident how mu 
this must tend to retard the progress of knowled 


k all inquiry. | 
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Glas clearly explained the difference between the old 


‘and new 


tion by 
to alm 


the chur es which hold it. Light will occasi 


venants, yet most inconsistently he repre- 
sented a household as brought into a state of 
faith of its head. Hence, in opposition 


every sentiment he held, he defended*in- 


fant baptism, 
the Glasites 
the chur: they stand at day on the 


ground ag their founder. 
But nig -forbearance not only chebke the prog 


but instead of bringing any sentiment w 


ly 


has been troduced to the test of Scripture, it is 


In consequence of the intolerance of 
, and their popish ideas of the authority of 
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are completely brought to a stand. The individuals 
who differ from the body of the church cannot con- 
scientiously give up their sentiments. Perhaps their 
_ general conduct has been such, that to propose to se« 
parate them would not be listened to. What is then 
to be done? they are urged to withdraw, and yet are 
_ still considered by the church as faithful servants of 
Jesus. This arises from not understanding the scrip- 
tural. doctrine of forbearance. 
Non-forbearance also perpetuates errors prejudi- 
~~ ces in those who are weak in the faith, as it excludes 
them from the churches of Christ. When believers 
are united together and have no separate interests, 
when they hear the truth stated from the Scriptures, 
they naturally come closer to each other: the weak 
hig are edified, and their differences are removed. But 
when a person who confesses with his mouth the 
Lord Jesus, and who is taught by his grace to live 
soberly, righteously and godly in the world, although 
in many respects he is weak ; when such an one applies 
| to be received into the church, and is rejected; what 
-| effect is it calculated to produce? He must eithier re- 
| main out of fellowship altogether, or be constrained 
to join some church where he will hear nothing on 
the subject on which he is weak, but what is caleula-~ 
J ted to rivet his prejudices. . 
~\__ But bad as this may’ be; it is not the worst of non- - 
forbearance. We thereby lay astumbling block in our 
brother’s way. He wishes to unite with us. We require 
him, as the condition of his,admission, to observe — 
what he is not convinced of, and consequently tempt 
_ him to hypocrisy, and for the sake of am apparent 
unity, we run the risk of destroying the work of God. 
| ®This is a subject which, deserves the most scrious con- 


| 
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CAUSES AND 


til n. | Let us observe how! much the apostles 
| people’ s doing any thing in religion without 
full conviction, and let us compate this with the! mo- 
dern practice of urging our brethren to submit to cer- 
tain obé ervances, on pain of being exeluded from the 
church! Let us compare it with a recent decision of 
a baptikt church, that they would forbear om who 
rtain sentiment, but would not forbear! such 
as acted upon it in any circumstances. Is not this 
making void the law of God by our traditions ?| Is it 
not sarictioning hypocrisy by law? It avowedly en- 
courages men to act contrary 


the of! remaining ma chur¢h. This is sétting 
non-fo rance in its true light. It should |be a 
lesson |to all the churches. It was by folle wing 


Bed principle that such a result was 


Let it not be thought that this circumstance is in- 
for the sake of triumphing over others ; 
it is laying hold of an error into which some 


have unguardedly fallen, and to whith we are all Jia- 


is introduced as part of a System, as the al- 


most jecessary consequence of a false prmciple re- 


spectin| forbearance. No ane of hypocrisy is In- 


of the conscience, 
with each other's 
other as he has re- 


eir convictions for 
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those who proposed and agreed th this decision! were 
acting conscientiously, but their|conduct in this mat- 
ter shows the importance of right principles on every 
a ‘|. subject, and how apt we are tp be led by one false 
| principle, directly to oppose the will of God----=- 
‘Po avoid jsuch things, to impréss on the minds of 
| his distiples that he alone is Lor 
Jesus commanded them to forb 
weakndss, and to receive -one an | 
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ceived them, notwithstanding all the folly and igno+ 
rance which he sees in their hearts, , 

Thus we have seen, that want of forbearance sprang 
from departure from the word of God, and attempt~ 
ing to introduce human authority mto the kingdom 
of Christ, and that» this principle is stil] the same, — 
whether exercised by a Pope or by an Independent, 
church. We have seen its temtlency to form.a cha- 
racter very different from that of a Christian, as exhi- 
bited in the word of God; how it divides the disci-, 
ples, retards their progress, and tempts them to ob- 
serve what they esteem the commandments of men 
in religion. Let us then hearken to the voice of 
Christ, and purge out this leaven. We ali need, and 
we all meet with much forbearance from our heaven- 
ly Father. Let us learn to exercise the same to: 
one another, 


CHAP. IV. 


REPLY TO OBJECTIONS. 
I. may now be proper to notice the chief objections 
which haye been made against forbearance. 
It is urged that the apostles enjoin unity of senti-. 
ment on the churches, and that therefore no differ- 
ence of sentiment should be tolerated. That the apo- 
stles enjoined on believers unity of sentiment, by 
teaching them all implicitly to obey Christ, is un - 
doubted, and the evils of the contrary have been ail~. 
ready noticed. But if there be no forbearance to be _ 
exercised where we fall short of what was enjoined. 
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by the bepodtles, we must not only all separate from 
each other, but renounce the name of Christians. 
The law of Christ is perfect ; +: the model of that 
excellence-which his own life exhibited. All imper- 
fection indeed is sinful ; but in every respect we are 
imperféct: Yet God forbears with us, and commands 
us, by forbearing ith one another, to imitate him. 

Do those who urge che objection, believe that God 
forbears with erroneous Legare in his people ; that, 

notwithstanding these, he treats them as children ; 

and, that they enjoy fellowship with him? Do 
believe that this forbearance extends to the laws of 
Christ, delivered to the churches, as well as to other 
subjects ? If they do, how can they refuse to follow 
his example, and obey his positive commandment ? 
ss Wherefore, receive ye one another, as Christ also 
received us, to the glory of Géd,” Rom.xv.7. If 
they do not believe that God exercises such forbear- 
ance, and yet say they have fellowship with him, they 
must think that they have attained a full knowledge 
of, and conformity to his will. | | This, we 90 csr 


few will choose to affirm. 


Forbearance implies imperfection ; it is a a y 


for a disease. Difference of sentiment is a great evil, 


considering the plainness of speech used by the apo- 
stles, and it is calculated to produce very bad effects. 
But this is also the case with evil of every kind ; and 
if it be admitted that there must be forbearance with 
other evils, it does not appear why there should not | 


be the same with difference of sentiment. In one of 


the passages in which unity is enjoined, we are com- 


~manded by the apostle to be perfect, 2 Cor. xiii, 11. 
_ and our Lord commands us to be perfect, as our Pa- 


ther. Who is in heaven is perfect, Matt. v. 48 Are 
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we then to have no fellowship, except with those who 
come up to what is enjoined? This should be the aim 
of every individual, as unity should be the aim of 
every church. 

Various objections have been. brought against the 
view given of Rom. xiv. & xv. It has been alleged, 
that the apostolical injunctions +o forbearance in this 
passage respected the peculiar circumstances of the 
believers at Rome, and that they do not apply to our 
situation, It deserves the serious consideration of all 
who reason in this manner, that it tends greatly to 
weaken, if not to set aside, most of the precepts deli- 
vered in the New Testament. It represents a great 


proportion of Scripture not to have been written for 


our Instruction, (at least not to be applicable to our 
circumstances),-but for that of others. -It teaches us 
to regard the word of God more in the light of a hi- 
story of ancient practices, on which we may specu- 
late, and consider how far it may be suitable for us to 
adopt them, than as the unerring standard of faith 
and practice in every age. _ 

Thus some maintain, that conversion to God was 
only necessary for idolaters, and that the passages. 
which treat of it are not applicable to us who are born 
in a Christian country. The precept for every man 


to use the gift he has received; is limited to the use of 


iniraculous gifts *. The apostle’s declaration, that the 


believers should exhort and edify one another in their 


assemblies, is considered merely asa piece of information 
of what we might do, if we had the miraculous gifts 


* See Scott’s note on 1 Pet. iv. 10. where he justly con- 
demns this moce of interpretation: see also a paper on 


the error of Hymeneus end Philetus in the Scripture Ma- 
gazine, vel, i. p. 207. 
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of the Spirit. In’ the ‘same manner, the obligatiol 
tiot to resist magistrates, and to submit to masters 
without answering again, might ‘be set dside. As to 


the former, it might be said, that Christians were 


then a small minority, and the magistrates heathens, 
but ov circumstances are very’ different. Servants, 


we may also be told, were then the-property of their 
fMastets ; but their service now is a compact, by which 


one gives his labour and the other his money. ‘This, 
it may be said, implies no superiority, and therefore ‘a 
Christian servant is not now required to put up with 


the insolence of his master. ‘Those'who disapprove | 


of this mode of reasoning, should be careful how they 


apply the same to the subject of forbearance, by limit-— 
ing the apostolic directions to the particular circum- 
| starices of those to whom the inte wm was first ad=— 


dressed. | 
Agiin, Wwe are told the apostolic 

Rom. xiv. & xv. were intended to regulate the i inter- 

course of the Jewish and Gentile believers’; that they 


refer to Jewish practices which had been enjoined by 


the divi ine authority, and are therefore on a very 
different footing from prejudices in favour of human 
traditions,’ But no one is entitled to limit the for- 
bearahce inculcated in this passage to the Jews, * The 
apostle says nothing about Jews, but directs the saints 
at Rome to receive believers who were weak in the 


faith,’ who acted’ conscientiously, and thought what 


they did was pleasing to the Lord.’ This precept, as 
Has been observed, is founded on the consideration 
that God! had received the weak believers. TT limit 
this to Jews, is wholly unwarranted. It i is a precept 
founded on a genera} principle, that believers, although 
week} are of God. is applicable to all 
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believers, and forms a rule for their conduct, amidst 
all their differences of sentiment in every age ; just as 
the precept, ‘ Render uriio Cesar the things that are 
Cesar’s, and to God the things that are God's,” is a 
general rule, teaching believers to obey magistrates, 
but not to acknowledge their authority in religion. 
Thus too the apostle commands the believers at Rome — 
to pay tribute, because magistrates are the servants of 
God, giving up their time to a duty which is so im- 
portant to society, Rom. xii.6. We might just as 
well limit this to some peculiarity of the Roman ma- 
gistrates, as limit the duty of forbearance to Jews. 
The precept here given to receive the weak, is gene- 
ral, although it is applied to particular instances of 
weakness. In kke manner, the precept to do all 
As things decently and in order, is general, and ‘is equally 
applicable to any violation of propriety among us, as 
among the Corinthians, although our disorders may . 
be of a different kind. 
But supposing the forbearance énjoined by the apo- 
stle to refer to the Jews, who had by divine authority 
“12 een commanded to ‘observe days, and abstain from: 
rreats, this dispensation was now at an end, and ‘these 
distinctions were abolished. It has been said that the 
Jews were placed under the law, and that thtey were 
bound by that law, until it was repealed by the same 
authority by which it was enjomed. The repeal is 
) supposed to be contained in the epistle to the He- 
brews, after the publication of which, it is thought, 
) there was to be no more forbearance, and that this is 
| intimated at the end of the epistle, Heb. xiii. 9. 13, 
: But although it is probable that the epistle to the He- 


brews was written after bees: epistle to the Romans, 
| F 
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this ar be established with cudh certainty, id tc 
found on it any obligation to duty. Besides, Heb. 
9. 19. has no reference to ferbearance. Tlic 
stle there shows, that the priests not eating of the sin- 
offering, when the blood had been brought into the 
sanctuary, but burning it without the camp, signified 
+-fection, of. the legal. sacrifices, and that the 
in-offering was not to be made in the worldly | 
sanctuary of the first covenant. Accordingly Christ 
suffered, and, as it were, set up the Christian altar 
without the gate ; thereby intimating that the benefit 
of this sacrifice isto be enjoyed, not by remaining i in 
the tabernacle, but by going forth to him, bearing his 
reproac This however did not imply, that a Jew 
might not eat of the Christian altar, although he still 
worshipped j in the tabernacle. Many thousand belie- 
vers had done so, Acts xxi, 20. and there is here no 
appearance of a new constitution, but the declaration 
_ of what had always: been true, that it was not by wor- 
shipping in the tabernacle that nem cid eat of the 
Christian altar. | | 
The €pistie to the Hebrews dogs not contain a!for- 
mal ‘ repeal of the law. The meaning of the various 
parts o this law, is indeed more fully explained shen 
than in/any other epistie ; but in all the epistles where 
Jewish lobsérv ances are referred to, the intimations of 
the law béing at an end, are sufficiently plain. The 
Hebrews may be supposed to have been more attach- : 
ed to the law than the believing Jews, who liv ed at a 
- distance from Jerusalem ; and the object of the epi- 
stile addressed to them was, to prepare them for the 
end of|the whole system, by the destruction of the 
city. Had they not been well instructed, this event 
fia shaker their faith 
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Those who allege that in Rom. xiv.’ the apostle 
commands the Gentiles to forbear with the Jews, 
while ‘they affirm that the law was still unrepealed, 
are very inconsistent. Would ever the apostle have 
spoken of ‘forbearing men, while obeying the will of 
God, while doing what would have been presumptu- 
) ous sin if they had neglected it? What should we» 
think, if we were told that Lot exercised “forbear- 
ance to Abraham, when he went to sacrifice his. son ? 

ue forbearance would not have been with Abraham, 
: but with him who gave the commandment. 
| But it is a mistake to suppose, that a formal repeal © 
of the law was necessary to manifest its abrogation, 
and the freedom ef: believers from its observance. 
From the very nature of the law, it ceased at the | 
e death of Christ. He came to fulfil it, and when the 
a vail of the temple was rent from the top to the bot- 

tom, that dispensation was at an end. “ Before faith 

(or the object of faith) came,” says the apostle, “ we 

were kept under the law, shut up unto the faith which 

should afterwards be revealed. Wherefore the law 

+ was our schoolmaster until Christ, that we might be 

oe justified by faith. But after that faith is come, we | 
are no longer under a schoolmaster.” Gal. iti. 23,--- | 
25. The law was added because of transgressions, | 
till the seed should come, Gal. iii. 19. As a woman is 

not bound to her husband after his death, neither 
were the Jews to the law after the conting of Christ, 
vii. 1.6. Moses says to Israel, The Lord 
thy God will raise up unto thee a prophet from the 
midst of thee, of. thy brethren, like unto me; nhto 
him ye shall hearken,” Deut. xvi. 15.° Whenever, 
therefore, a Jew believed_in Christ, he was in fact 
done with Moses. He was transferfred by Moses te 
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another oy and to him he was ae to: 
hearken. . It was not now the question what M oses 
had enjoined respecting meats, or drinks, or days, but 
what Christ had commanded ; and his testimony was, 
t which goeth into the mouth defileth a mar, 


eT This was. im fact t formal repeal of the 


i ende, the Jewish in general did not 
clearly comprehend this. They still considered them- 
sy under the law ; but. this was owing to their 
a a in the faith, which was sinful. They, ought 
to have known, that the law was no longer binding. 

aul new this, and considered. those to. be weals 
who were ignorant of it. But supposing the nature 
of the law not to have implied its abolition at the 
death of Christ ; supposing the Jewish believers at 
Rome never before to have heard of the abolition of 
the law, the epistle in which forbearance respecting 
meats is enjoined, was sufficient. Rom, vii. has been - 
already referred to, in which the apostle’ expressly de- 
clares, that the believers were no. more undeér ‘the 
law ; and ji in ch. xiv. he states, that he was persuad~ 
ed by the Lord Jesus there was nothing unclean. 
Was not this an explicit revelation on the subject ?. 
The Lord had said, that what enters by the mouth — 
defileth not a man. His apostle declares, that Christ 
had taught him, that nothing was unclean in itself. 
Why then should there be any more questions on the 
‘matter? Yet with the same breath with which a re- 
velation from God is given on the subject, ‘Ani 
is enjoined towards those who were weak. 

The apostle exemplified his own doctrine. in his 
conduct towards the Jews. He did not forbid the 
Jews to circumcise their children, nor to observe the 
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law, although the whole of his teaching was caleula~ 
ted to lead them to give it up. He endeavoured to 
wean them from it by instruction, rather than by au- 
thority. He even conformed to the law for the-sake 
of his brethren, 1-Cor. ix. 19. 28. thus giving us 4 
very striking example of forbearance. 

Hence some have argued, that the legal ordinances 
were matters of indifference, and that on this princi 
ple forbearance was enjoined. It was indeed a mat~ 
‘ter of indifference whether the apostle should eat a 
particular kind of meat or not, but the principle of 
making a difference between meats, while people were ' 
professing themselves the disciples of Jesus, was far 
from being indifferent. The mere eating or not eat- 
ing was nothing,- the evil lay in making it a part of 

religion, and this showed weakness in the faith *. 
Those who deem the introduction of meats and drinks 
into the religion of Jesus to be indifferent, would do 
_ well to observe, that this-is one of the characteristics 
of the great apostasy, commanding to abstain from 
meats, 1 Tim. iv. 8. 

Indeed almost every corruption of Christianity has 

arisen from the introduction of Jewish observances. 
) So far are these from being indifferent, that they are 
\ the foundation of -antichrist’s throne. The Lord’ 
might have nipped this error in the bud, had it seem- 
, ed good in his eyes. He might have required his 
disciples instantly to give up the Mosaic institutions. 
His not doing so, shows us that. forbearance enters 
more deeply into the nature of his kingdom than 


| | 

* The same term of weakness ts applied to such as 
) had conscience of an idol, 1 Cor. viii. 10. Consequently it 
Oh io Dut limited, as some have said, to things indifferent, 
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many are aware. He must have had most important 
reasons for acting otherwise, and in doing so, he has 
shown a degree of tenderness and forbearance very 
different from that summary way of proceeding which 
we are prone to adopt, and whereby we obtain the 
same kind of unity which prevails in a regiment 
where every soldier wears the same uniform, and 
faces to the right at the word of command. 

But it is said, that although the Jews were forhorne 
. with, the Gentiles were not allowed to observe the 
law of Moses. We have already noticed, that al- 
though the apostle in Rom. xiv. xv. evidently refers 
to Jewish observances, he does not limit this forbear- 
ance to Jews, and therefore we have no right to do 
so. The epistle to the Galatians is adduced as a 
proof that the Géntiles were not permitted to observe 
the Jewish ordinances, but there is no reason to doubt 
that these churches, like others, were composed of 
‘Jews and Gentiles. Some passages of the epistle de- 
scribe them as Jews, and others as Gentiles. The 
same tfuths, however, were applicable to both, and 
the same instructions are given them. They are 
taught that the law was abolished, after having an- 
swered its end ; they are warned that if they look to 
it for justification, Christ will profit them nothing, 


and the teachers who enforced the law are treated with 
great severity. They are assured that in Jesus Christ. 


neither cireumcision availeth any thing, nor uncir- 
‘cumcision, but faith which worketh by love; and 
_ for the same reason the Corinthians are taught, “ Is 
any man called being circumcised? let him not be- 
come untircumcised: is any called in uncircum- 


cision? let him riot become circumcised.” 1 Cor. vii. © 


18. A Gentile believer had no reason to wish to be- 


| 


REPLY TO OBJECTIONS. 


come a Jew, nor had a Jewish believer reason to wish 
that he had been a Gentile. 

~The apostle in Rom. xiv, says, “ for meat diate 
not the work of God,”. ver. 20. and again, “But if 
thy brother be grieved with thy meat, now walkest 


thou not charitably. Destroy not him with thy 


meat for whom Christ died,” ver. 15. It has been 
said such language could not have been used respect- 
ing any commandment of Christ. It is fully admit- 
ted, that there is a difference between what we are 
commanded to do, and what we may lawfully abstain 
from. In order to prove that the precept, receive 


the weak, is binding ~on us, it is not necessary to af- 


firm that all the apostle’s language is applicable to the 
particular way in which our brother’s weakness dis 
covers itself. The precept is general, and is founded 
on a general principle ; the particular case referred to, 


may not so exactly correspond. It would be unlaw- 


ful to neglect any commandment of Christ from fear 
of stumbling our brother, but in our zeal to enforce 


the observance of what he was much prejudiced 


against, we might either so much perplex our weak 
brother, as to lead him to indifference about religion 
altogether, or by prevailing on him to observe what 
he did not fully see P be the will of God, we might 
teach him to follow men in religion, and in either case 
we should destroy the work of God. In short; all the 
objections made to the duty of forbearance, as stated 
Rom. xiv. xv. are easily answered, and the precept to 
receive him who is weak in the faith because God kath 
received him, hke every other — commandment, 
is evidently binding on us. 

‘Another objection brought against forbearance, is 


_, the commandment given by the apostle to .discoun- 
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tenance who walk disorderly, Thess. iii: 6. Here 
we would observe, that it is equally a deviation from 
apostolic tradition’to add to, as to take from what they 
enjoined, Rev. xxii. 19. Prov. xxx. 6. Mat. xv. 6,---9. 
Acts xv. 24, Now we have seen that-the same apostle 


expressly coiimands some to be forborne with, who 


added to the apostolic traditions an unauthorized dis- 


tinetion between meats and days ; he also directs o- — 
thers to be forborne with, who had conscience of an 


idol, 1 Cor. viii. Both these sentiments were not on- 
ly contrary tq apostolic tradition, but ,if strictly ana- 


_ lysed, might have been considered as subversive of 
the gospel. The one represented. the authority of 


Moses as still in force, which was in fact saying the 
prophet he had spoken of was not come ; the other, it 
might be said, if followed out to its proper conse- 
queiices, established a plurality of gods. But neither 
the Jews, who made a distinction between meats, nor 
the Gentiles, who had canscience of an idol, admitted 


these consequences, and therefore the apostle direct- 
ed that their weakness should be forborne with, al-— 


though they were walking disorderly, and not after 


the tradition which they had received from the apostles. _ 


The precept to the Thessalonians must ‘therefore be 


understood with some limitation, for thee can be no 
contradiction between the apostolic precepts. 


The apostles evidently make a great distinction te- 
tween mistakes which proceed from weakness in the 
faith, and a desire to gratify the flesh. Of the for- 
mer, we have ak instance in those who abstained 


from meats, and in. those who, from having con-— 


science of an. idol, could not eat of what had been of- 


fered in ‘Phe apostle, we have seen, €n- 
joins the greatest tenderness towards both. But 
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those who were indulging evil passions, whe were gra- 
tifying the flesh, were treated im a very different 
mannef. Ifa person injured his bréther, and after 
the admonition of the church refused to be reconciled, 

| he was to be put away, Mat. xviit. 15---?'7. The in- 
cestuqus person was not fora moment forborne-with, 
nor was fornication, or covetousness, or idolatry, or 
railing, or drunkenness, or extortion, to be once 
named among the believers, because such characters 
*{ ~ had no inheritance in the-kingdom of Christ and of 
God. 1 Cor. v. Eph. v..3---6. The disorderly per- 
sons whom.the Thessalonians are commanded to dis- 
countenance, were evidently of this deseription.. They 
were serving not the- Lord Jesus but their own belly, 
although their conduct was not so gross as to require” 
.| . their immediate exclusion from the church. “ Now 
| we command you brethren; in the name of our Lord © 
Jesus Christ, that ye withdraw yourselves from every 
brother that walketh disorderly, and not after the tra~ 
dition which he received of us. For yourselves 
know how ye ought to follow us; for we behaved not 
-| + ourselves disorderly among you: neither did we eat 
: any man’s bread..for nought ; but wrought with labour: 
and travail night. and day, that we might not be’ 
chargeable to any of you: not because we have not 
power, but to made ourselves an ensample unto you. 
to follow us. For even when we were with you, this 
we commanded you, that if any would not work, nei- 
ther should he eat. For we hear that there are some 
which walk among you disorderly, working not at all, 
but are busy-bodies. Now them that are such we 
command, and exhort by our Lord Jesus Christ, that 
with quietness they work, and eat their own bread. 
But ye, brethren, be not weary in well-doing. And. | 
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if any man obey not our word by this epistle, note 
that man, and have no company with him, that he 


may be ashamed. Yet count him not as an enemy, 


but admonish him as.a brother.” 2 Thess. iii. 6---15.. 
The word rendered disorderly in this passage, occurs 
1 Thess. v. 14. where it is rendered unruly, and the 
apostle there directs, that such should be warned or ad- 
monished, as he also does in the passage béfore ug. The 
particular instance of disorderly conduct here specified, 
‘is idleness and being busy-bodies.. This was an evil 


which appears to have been very prevalent at Thes- 


salonica, and is repeatedly referred to, 1 Thess. ii. 9. 
iv, 11, 12. Here was a most serious evil which it 
was necessary immediately to check, and the apostle 
does so in very strong language, To confine the 
term disorderly to idleness, would be to fall into the 
Very same error with those who limit weakness in the 
faith, Rom. xiv. to meats and drinks; but we: are 
certainly justifiable in referring it to evils of the same 
class ; to any impropriety of the same kind, in which 
persons were indulging. It is exactly on the same 

principle that we refer the precept, receive him that is 


weak in the faith for God hath received him, to those. 


who are ill instructed respecting a part of the will 
of God, and who therefore cannot. observe some of 
his laws in faith. 

But notwithstanding the magnitude of the evil of 
idleness and being busy-bodies, the apostle enjoins, 


even in this case, a great degree of forbearance. The - 


Thessalonians. were to withdraw from him ; they 


. were to note him or set a mark on him, and to have _ 


no company with him that he might be ashamed, but 
they were not to count him as an enemy, but /o ad- 
monish him as a brother, ver. 14,15. The apostle 
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does not command him to be separated from the 
church, but to be admonished, 1 Thess. v. 14. and 


treated with reserve. There is no instance in the New 


‘Testament of a person being'separated from the church 


and at the same time treated as a brother. Those 


_who are put away are to be to us as heathen men 


and publicans, Matt. xvii. 17. They are described 
as wicked persons, 1 Cor. v.13. as blasphemers, as 


‘those who have erred from the truth, and whose 


words do eat as doth a canker, 1 Tim. i. 20. -2 Tim. 
ii. 17, 18. having a form of godliness, but denying 


the power thereof, 2 Tim. iii. 5. as being subverted 


and sinning, being self-condemned, Tit. iii. 10, 11. 


The language in the passage before us is entirely dif- 
ferent ; and thus we see-that the apostle directs that 


even those who had fallen into such a pernicious errof 
as not working, should be reclaimed by gentleness 
and forbearance. The. evil might increase ; they 
might, notwithstanding admonition, grow worse and 
worse ; ‘they might draw away others,. so as to render 


it necessary to put them away after répeated admoni- 


tions, Tit. iii. 10,11. but this is not enjoined i in the 
nassage before us. 7 

Some observe, that the church is commanded to 
withdraw from them, which they say plainly imphes 
separation from fellawship ; but the church is to ad- 
monish them as brethren, which it certamly could not 
do to those who were put away. “‘ Them that sin,” 
says the same apostle, ‘‘ rebuke before all, that others 
also may fear,” 1 Tim. v.20. Disorderly persons 
were to be dealt with in this way, while the brethrén 
were also to discourage them in their evil practices by 
their conduct in private, although they acted to them 
with all affection. . 
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- Itis objected, that the apostle commands fhe belie 
vers not to eat with any thiat is called a brother, who 
is a railer, &e. and that we have an instance of a person 
called a brother being separated, 1 Cor. v.11. But 
although he mas called a brother, he is tobe separa- 


ted as a wicked person, ver. 13. and is ‘no longer to 
be esteemed a brother. Instead of the Scriptures. 


teaching us to look on such as have made a profes- 


sion of faith, and drawn back, as better, they repre- 


sent them as worse than others, 2 Pet. ii. 20,---22. 
and as the term brother is used to distinguish be- 
lievers, Rom. xvi.23. and-as we always find believers 
united with the churches, it is plain that the disorder- 
ly person was not to be put away. The same is eyi- 
dent from the word note, or put a mark on that man. 
Why mark one who was out of the church? They 
had then no more to do with him, 1 Cor. v.12. But 
wé have still a more convincing proof on this subject. 


We find stronger language used respecting a person 


who did not separate from the church at Antioch. 
Paul says, “ When Peter was come to Antioch, I 
withstood him to the face, because he was to be bla- 
med. For before that certain came from James, he 
did eat with the Gentiles ;, but when they were come 
he withdrew, and separated himself, fearing them 


which were of the circumcision,” Gal. ii. 11, 12. Here — 
we are told that Peter withdrew and separated him- 


self. But this was only from private intercourse, for 
Paul afterwards addressed him in the church defore all, 
Gal. ii. 14. He did not then leave the church, but his 
withdrawing ‘and separating himself: from eating with 
the Gentile believers, was calculated to make them 
ashamed, and embrace the Jewish law. The case is 
parallel with the one we have been considering. The 
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disorderly persons were to be retained in the church, 
and admonished of the evil of their conduct, while ia 


private their brethren were to treat them with re- 


serve, tempered by affection. This then is a very 


strong proof of apostolic long-suffering and forbear- 
ance, connected with faithfulness. The conduct here 


enjoined, must soon have brought things to a crisis.’ 


Lither the persons would be led to repentance, or 
they would quit a society in which they were discoun- 


tenanced. 


It should also be remembered, that there is a great 


* difference between opposing apostolic authority, and 


rot understanding that a certain duty is enjoined by 


that authority. _ The one is a presumptuous sin, the | 
other is a sin of ignorance. All the laws of Christ | 


are clearly enjoined ; but they have been so. much ob- 
scured and perverted, and from education, ill instruc- 
tion and example, such prejudices have been formed ir 
many of the people of God, as are not easily got rid 
of. Institutions which were clear as noon-day, and 
which are still written in the Scripture as with a sun 
beam, now appear obscure, even to serious inqui- 
rers ; and it is often a work of time to get over their 
difficulties, Doubtless this is wrong; but it is an er- 


ror, which seems inseparable from our nature, and 


God, who remembers we are dust, exercises towards 
us much long-suffering in this as in other respects, 
and teaches us to do so to one another. Want of for- 


hearance greatly aggravates the evil, and makes the. 


way of truth more difficult to be found: We need not 


wonder that Christians are so much divided; this — 


must be.the case, so long as the means of uniting 


them are not used, In order to unite the believers, 
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that with. one e mind and one mouth they might glori- 
fy God, the apostle says, “ Receive ye one another, 
as Christ also received us, to the glory of God,” Rom. 
xv. 6, 7. If this is not done, shall we wonder at the: 


continuance of divisions? Let us also attend to ano- 
ther apostolic precept: “ Of somé have compassion, 
making a difference ; and others save by fear, pulling 


them out of the fire, hating even the garment spotted. 
by the flesh,” Jude 22,23. We must countenance 
none in serving the flesh, in acting such a part that 
their hearts condemn them ; we must separate from 


_ such as wicked persons, thus giving a representation 


of the righteous judgment of God, and their final se+_ 
paration from him, except they repent. But others 
‘we are to treat with compassion, distinguishing be- 
tween an error arising from ignorance, and from a 
man’s disregard of the authority of the Son of 


God. 


It may be alleged, that we never read of people be- 
ing acknowledged as believers, who were not baptized, 
and who did not observe all the laws enjoined by the 
Lord. It is true we read of no such thing, and there- 
fore we do not. know that ever it occurred, In receiy- 


‘ing anew dispensation, there would be no objections 


made, to any of its institutions, enjol ined and exemplifi- 
ed in the discourses and practice of the apostles. If peo- 
ple believed that Jesus was the Son of 'God, and that the 
apostles were under the influence of his Spirit, they 
could not hesitate respectin;; the institutions. The 
way in which their prejudices would operate, must have 


been in the Jews continuing to observe the laws of Moses, 


and in the Gentiles r: taining some apprehensions of a 
reality in their idols. This we find was actually the 


; 
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case. Both these errors, as has been observed, were 
most pernicious, yet the apostles treated those who 
held them with the greatest tenderness. Indeed, they 
were not themselves for a time free from the same 

prejudices, 

There could hardly therefore be instances of for. | 
bearance with persons refusing any apostolie injunction 
to the churches ; but from the forbearance we all require 
and raeet with from God, from the nature of the kingdom 
of Christ, in which every one must act from full con- 
viction, and from a positive precept to receive those 
whom God hath received, although weak, we can be 
at no loss as to our duty on this subject. Forbear- 
ance is not now demanded for those who reject apo- 
stolical authority, as must have been the case with ‘ 
those who refused to be baptized, or to. obey any 
other commandment, while they were present. The | 
forbearance pleaded for, is towards those who errone-~ 
ously imagine they are obeying the apostles. . 

It is necessary for us, in endeavouring to ascertain 
our duty, to attend to the way in which we are taught 
in the word of God. The laws of Christ are not 
given with the verbosity of an act of Parliament, the 
object of which is to guard against the evasions of 
lawless men. The laws of Christ are intended for 
his. friends; they are plain and: obvious, and more 
calculated for our benefit than if they had been deli- 
vered in any other form. But if any wish to evade 
them, they may raise many difficulties. We are 
instructed in the duties of Christian» fellowship, 
by the directions given to societies, which existed in 
distant lands 1700 years ago, and which possessed 
miraculous gifts. We may allege a difference of cir- 
cumstances as a reason for deviating from thejr prac- 
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tice, but still the rule is plain. In like manner, he» 
cause weakness in the faith discovers itself in a diffe- 
rent manner now from what it did formerly, we may 


allege the apostles only mean that we should forbear 
' weakness in the faith, in the particular instances they 


mention. Thus we may please ourselves, and cast 
out our brethren in Christ as evil; but although our 


zeal may be great, it/is not according to knowledge. — 


Those .who object to forbearance respecting the 
jaws delivered to the churches, because we have no 
specific example on this subject, require a mode of in- 
struction different from what we meet with in Scrip- 


"ture. . They resemble those who maintain, that disc- 
ples cannot eat the Lord’s supper without elders, be- 
cause ard is No example of this in the New Testh- 


_ An. example is not necessary ; but it can be 


vel that the great end for which believers came to- 


Acts xx. 7.; that no particular connexion is established 


inthe New Testament between this and the elder’s office, 


and that therefore it is perfectly arbitrary to select this 


precept, as particularly requiring the presence of el- 
ders. It can in like manner be shown, that forbear- 
ance is exemplified in the differences which subsisted 
in the days of the apostles, and which were very im- 


portant; that -it is enjoined on the principle that 


God hath received the weak believer, and that we are 


eomimanded to receive one another, notwithstanding 
our differences, as Christ hath received us, to the 


glory of God; Now, unless we deny that God hath 


received those who mistake any of the laws of Christ, 


we have as express a precept to forbear with them, as 
_ | we.have to baptize them. -The objection resembles 
that of Pedobaptists, who require an instance of an 
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adult being baptized, whose parents were believers. 
The answer is, there is no such instance ; but we are 
only commanded to baptize believers. We have 
many instances of such being baptized, but of none 
others, and we are expressly assured by the apostles, 
that they acknowledged no man after the flesh ; and. 
therefore the child of a believer, and of an unbe- 
lever, must have been in their estimation on the 
same footing, till one of them received the truth. 
This reasoning is conclusive, but not more -so than 
that respecting forbearance, although we have no in- 
stance in Scripture of its application to a difference ~ 
respecting the laws of Christ delivered to the 
churches. But surely those who. require apostolic 
example for forbearing those who cannot in faith 
observe all the commandments of the Lord, cannot 
object to being asked to give an example of a believer 
im Christ, walking in the fear of God, although mis- 
taken in some respects, being refused admission into 
achurch. If they can give no such instance, they 
must either give up their own principle of requiring 
a particular example of forbearance on the things 
enjoined on the ehurehes, ‘or they should not reject a 
disciple because he cannot conscientiously observe 
every thing which the Lord hath enjomed. 

Some grant that the disciples of Christ are to be 
admitted into the churches ; but they ask, how are his 
disciples to be distinguished? Does not Christ de- 
clare, “ Ye are my friends, if ye do whatsoever I 
eommand you ?”. How then ean we acknowledge those 
to be his friends, who neglect plain and obvious tae 
cepts ? 

In reply, it may be viited: whether they are sure 


that. are not neglecting any command. 
Gs 
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ment, of Christ? This question does not refer to 
their daily falling short in every duty; but are there 
no precepts in the New Testament which they are 
‘not observing? They answer, none of which they 
are convinced, nor is forbearance asked for any man 
who does not act according to his convictiéns : Christ 
denies such to be his disciple, Luke xiv. 33. But 
are there no: precepts which they are overlooking? 
Let it not be said, no plain ones, for every precept 
is plain. Perhaps, they recollect the time when they 
earnestly wished that the New Testament had been 
more plain respecting baptism. Now they see this — 
_ subject so plainly, that they wonder at their former 
blindness, It is the same with every other precept. 
From false principles of interpretation, such as requi- 
ring examples for every particular modification of a 
general principle, like that of forbearance, or from 
some other cause, we may perplex ourselves, but all 
is plain and simple, whether we see it or not. Now, 
_ unless we are very sure that we are overlooking none 
of Christ’s commandments through ignorance and 
prejudice, let us beware of judging others, lest we be 
judged. If we bring this matter home to our con- 
sciences, perhaps we shall see more need of forbear- 
, ance than we have been aware off Have we not, on 
various subj ects, been groping in the dark at noon- 
day, and have notwithstanding enjoyed fellowship 
with the Father, and with his Son Jesus Christ ? 
Have we not every reason to believe we are still 


overlooking many things contained in the word of 
-. God? And is it not absurd for such creatures, the 
moment they discover any thing of which they were 
ignorant, to take their brother by the throat, and in- 
_ sist-on his obeying it also, on pain of separation ? 
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_ It may be said, our attention was not formerly cal- 


led to a certain duty, but as soon as we were convinced, - 


we have submitted, and called the attention of our 
brethren to it ; so that they have not the same ex. 
cuse which we had. But-where is this duty contain- 
ed? Is it in the Scripture ? Then God has been call- 


Ing our attention to the duty, ever since we had 


his word in our hand; and shall we apologize for 
our disobedience, by saying our attention was not 
called to it? When God has so long forborne with 
us, shall we exercise no forbearance to others? 
Have we so long overlooked a plain commandment, 
and shall we make no allowance for our brother? 
Is the language in which we teach the duty so plain 


and energetic, and is the language of the word of © 


God so obscure and feeble? Truly, if we think so, 


we have too much confidence in ourselves. But: 


this is ever the way with fallen man ; his self-love 
devises a thousand apologies for himself; but to make 
up for this partiality, he will be abundantly strict with 
others. If he has not himself trembled at the word 
of God, he has no objection’ to make an example of 
his brethren for disregarding it. 


That not understanding the will of Christ on any | 


subject, is both very sinful and injurious, is_admitted ; 
but when it is asked how we can have evidence of a 
person being a disciple who is ignorant on various 
subjects, th answer is easy. ‘“ Whosoever believeth 
that Jesus is the Christ is born of God,” 1 John v. 1. 


Every man that hath this hope in him, purifieth 


himself even as he he is pure,” iii. 3. “ In this the 
children of God are manifest, and the children of the 
devil ; whosoever doeth not righteousness is not of 
God, neither he that loveth not his brother,” ver. 10. 
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“ He that dwelleth in love, dwelleth in God, and 


God i in him,” ver. 16. “If thou shalt confess with 
thy mouth the Lord Jesus, and shalt believe in thine 
heart that God hath raised him from the dead, thou 
shalt be saved,” Rom.x. 9. “ Pure religion, and un- 
defiled, before God and the Father, is this, To visit 
the fath erless and widows in their affliction, and to 
keep himself unspetted frem the world,” James i. 27. 
“In Christ Jesus neither circumcision availeth 
any thing, nor uncircumcision, but a new creature. 
And as many as walk according to this rule, peace be 
on them, and mercy, and upon the Israel of God,” 


Gal. vi. 15,16, _ These passages plainly teach us how 
we may distinguish, the disciples of Christ; the Lord 


‘tells us how he will distinguish them at last, Matt. 


xxv. 3 34---36. and we may be assured his judgment 


will proceed on no precarious ground. | 
It may be said, we are not good judges of conduct, 
we cannot see the principles from which it proceeds. 
This is true, and hence we may learn two important 
lessons, Ist, That it is a very small matter to be judg- 
ed of man’s judgment, and that we may be highly es- 
teemed by men, while God disapproves of us. 
2d, From the acknowledged imperfeetion of our judg- 
rent, to be careful how we judge others; by attempt- 
ing too much, we may render our mutual watching 
over each other a curse instead of a blessing. But 
may we not be mistaken respecting the motives from 
which men observe the laws of Christ, as well as 
respecting other parts of their conduct? May not 
an unbeliever be baptized, and be very zealous in 
contending for the observance of every part of thie 


social worship of believers? Is not habitual circum-— 
spection of conduct and self-denial, a more 
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vocal test: of sincerity, than observing any particu- | 


lar law? We are to judge of men’s discipleship 


_ by their fruits. Observance of the laws as deliver« 


ed by the Lord to the churches is one of these, ‘ The 
misunderstanding of any of them is a proof of weak- 
ness in the faith, and is a great evil ; but if we are to 
condemn each other for every salads circumstance, 
Christian fellowship must be at an end: Love which 
covers a multitude of sins is essential to it: 


There is no end of unchristianizing one another. 
Thereis so much deficiency in every character, that none ’ 


can bear a strict scrutiny under the influence of pre- 
judice. Hence we frequently see persons at variance,, 
magnify each other’s faults, till each becomes convin- 
ced that the other is a hypocrite. An . impartial per- 
son sees that their mutual accusations are not with- 
out foundation. _ But viewing matters dispassionately, 
he perceives how much they exaggerate the evils 
which they condemn. Let us then avoid this tem- 
per ; let us remember that in njgny things we all of- 
fend, and that if God should 


Again, it is objected that very bad effects would 
arise from forbearance ; it might produce indifference 
to the commandments of Christ, confusion, contention, 
and every evil work. All such objections should be 


viewed with great caution. We are not good judges 


of consequences.’ Our business is to inquire what 
path the Scripture ‘points out, and to follow it, trust- 
ing in God. The same objections have always been 
made to reformation, but let us remember God re- 
quires us to obey. Did Abraham reason.on the con- 


iniquity we could | 
_ not stand ; that his forgiving mercy is the foundation 
of all our hopes, and that he has commanded us to 
_ pity and forbear one another. - | 
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sequences of offering up Isaac? What effect it dias 
have on Sarah? What on his servants? What on 


his neighbours? What would now be said of the God 
of Abraham? What would become of the ames | 


Many such objections might have been made, but 
| commandment of God silenced them all, and the con+ 


sequences were most happy, as they must akvays ulti+ 


“mately be when we obey God. | 


our Lord and master. If we are doing any thing be- 


it to the Lord. If we are in a proper state of mind, . 


As to forbearance producing indierenee’ to the 
commandments of Christ, we should take care that 
eur obedience does not, result from the example of 
_ others, but from a lively sense of the authority of 


cause it is the order of our church, we are not doing 


wo shall, the. apostles, endeavour to correct our 


brethren where they are ignorant, and our exhortas 


tions to them, and our prayers in their behalf, will ra- 


ther: tend t make ws value. the ordinances 


the more. 
Ad to thd wart of ubity which it 
supposed forbearance would produce, let it be remem- 


) bered that. want of forbearance can only produce 


the appearance of unity. The unity enjoined on be- 
lievers is, ‘the unity of the Spirit ;” unity arising 


_ “from his influence on our minds. Now want of for- — 
bearance cannot tend to promote this. Men must do 


whatever they do heartily, as to the Lord. The ap- 


_ pearance of unity produced by want of forbearance, 


ean never be valuable in Christ’s kingdom, and yet 
how much is sacrificed to this appearance? It is 
asked how it would look if some were baptized, and 


" + gome unbaptized, if some observed salutation and 
some not? What would the world say? Why that we 
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‘were imperfect ; that if the laws of the master whom 
we serve are plain, we must be very slow in learning ; 
and would this judgment be very erroneous? Would _ 
it be different from the view which the Scriptures 
give of God’s people? But amidst this evil the world’ 


would see some good; they would observe that our 
fear of God was not taught by the commandments of 
men ; that we durst not follow one another, and that 
like our master, we could have: compassion on the ig- 
:. norant, and on them that are out of the way. Where-. 

as now---they see none received who cannot exactly 
| conform to what the church has attained, and there- 
_ fore it does not so plainly appear whether we are act- 

| ing under the influence of divine or human authority. 
But the question is, how would it appear in the sight — 


pi | 1 of God? He is pleased with the reality of unity, but 
| not with the appearance, and want of forbearance can 
only produce the latter. 


Some perhaps may anticipate, as the consequence of 
_ forbearance, not only the introduction of persons into the 
| churches, who cannot attend to all the commandments 
Pot of Jesus, but they may apprehend that many who are 
now observing these commandments will give them up, 
when they find they can do so without losing the benefit 
of fellowship with the church. If this be so, it affords 
-a strong ergument for forbearance; for in vain do 
| ‘these persons now appear to worship Christ in what 
| they observe. They do it not to please him, but their 
' brethren. The unity of the churches would not be 
impaired in the smallest degree by the appearance of — 
those differences which actually subsist. One great 
evil of want of forbearance, is the sacrifice of reality 
to appearance. But it is our duty to obey, and to 
leave consequences to God. The consequences of for- 
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bearance will be very different from what many sup- 
pose. Lt those then who are convinced it is the 
will of God go forward, and circumstances will throw 
light on many things which now appear obscure. No 
part of the will of Christ is fully understood, till we 
begin to obey it. -This forms one part of the reward 
connected with keeping his commandments. 

It may be said, a little leaven leavens the whole 
lump, and if any are permitted to remain in the 
church whose views are erroneous, as we cannot si- 
lence them, they might draw away disciples after 
them. But all these evils are provided for in the 
Scriptures.. There is a rule established in the church- 
es ; the overseers are to watch as those who must give 
‘account. If error be brought forward publicly, it i 
especially their business to confute it, Tit. i. 9. and to 
admonish the person who holds it. Th it is done 
private, it’ is their duty to caution those against it 
to whom it was addressed. Many difficult cases 
may be supposed, but in. this, as/in other things, 


our duty. will be found less. difficult in 20g 4 


than in theory. In every, case that actually 
curs, there will be circumstances, | which, if we are 
Jooking to the Lord, will point out ¢ duty w ith snf- 


ficient plainness. | 


But while talking of consequenc , let us not over- 


nob many who are inquiring respec 
Christ, stumbled and hardened: in error? Are not 
others led to/act on the judgment of men, and conse- 
quently ¢an receive no benefit from the institutions: 
of Christ? Is not the progress of knowledge retarded 
hy brethren being obliged to be silent, from fear of 
‘being > Is not degre of harshness and 
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austerity. of character formed, very different from the. 
meekness and gentleness of Christ? Does not the. 
present system foster self-conceit, and contempt of 
. others, who are perhaps far better than ourselves?. 
Does it not represent just views of the laws of Christ 
| to be of greater importance than that love which is 
} the end of every commandment? Does it not thus 
separate what God hath joined? Finally, do we not 
see the present system: scattering the sheep of Christ 
as if they had‘no shepherd, and-many in consequence 
blaspheming Christianity altogether? Truly if we are 
to be guided by consequences, they can. hardly be 
worse than those which we see and feel from none 
_ forbearance. The difference is this: the one. class of 
evils are certain, the other only dreaded ; but after: 
a, all, the matter -resolves itself into the question, What 
| saith the Scripture ? If the forbearance pleaded for be 
not there enjoined, it-will be hurtful, if otherwise, it 
will be attended with the best effects. That it is en« 
joined, sufficient proof, it is hoped, has been adduced, 
It has been said that those who cannot in faith ate 
\ | 6 tend to all the commandments of Jesus, may learn by 
witnessing the order of the churches, although they 
are not received into. fellowship. But this is not the 
’ way in which the Lord has appointed that his disci« 
ples should learn, nor is-it the way im which we ex« 
{ - pect people to learn ether things. A child is not sent 
| to learn the rules of a school previously to his enter- — 
ing, he learns them by becoming a scholar. 
| Some have gone a step farther. They say we 
would receive those who differ from us, if there were ~ 
no other church where they could enjoy fellowship, t 
but where there are churches nearer their own senti-« 
ments, let them unite themselves with such, and not 
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apply tous. Those who can reaste this dis | 
mit that it istheir duty to receive the disciples of 
Christ who differ from them, but they refuse to do it 
onjaccount of their situation, although they cannot. 
ali¢ge the authority of the word of God for such 
eonduct. They are avowedly acting on the principle 
of expediency, of which in religion we are generally 
very bad judges. Why should we refuse to receive 
the disciples of Jesus, because there are other church- 
es in the place, with whom they may unite? Do we 
wish then not to go beyond those churches, of whose 
‘practice we disapprove? Is not their desire to unite 
with those who have learned a more excellent way, an 4 
evidence of a disposition to be taught, and should not _ i. 
this be cherished rather than repressed? Should we re- i 
fuse to communicate with a disciple by supplying his Ae 
_ ants, Phil.ivy..15. because there were others in the 
place who were more united to him in sentiment? 
_ he mind of every believer would revelt against such 
an idea. ‘Let us then take care, lest in refusing to 1 
communicate with him, in obeying -our Lord 
we be acting on the same principle. | . 
a i has been said that difference of sentiment | would 
he a:bar to fellowship among believers, provided 
ghere were a teachable spirit. To say that any man 
has not a teachable spirit is to say he is not a disciple 
af Christ, forhe declares that except we become as j 
little children, we shall not enter into the kingdom of 
heaven, Matt. xviii. 8. It is indeed true we are all : 
Jamentably deficient in this matter. But if by ateach- ri | 
able spirit be meant a person’s immediately adopting 
what we have attained, let us take care lest we be re- 
quiring what was formerly insisted on by the Pope. 
He affirmed that those were obstinate heretics who 
did not embrace what he said was the will y God. 


REPLY TO OBJECTIONS. 87 


We may reply, his doctrine was false, our’s- is true: 


Perhaps it is, but as we gradually attained this truth, 
let us not keep our brother out of the way of making 


progress, because he is weaker than weare. It would 
be well for those who require persons immediately to 
begin to act in opposition to their former prejudices 
as the proof of a teachable spirit, to consider how dif- 
ferently the apostle acted to those who had conscience 
of an idol. He seems to have dreaded lest they 
should begin to act too soon. What effect would 
want of forbearance have had on the persons to whom 
he refers? They would have said they were satisfied, 
they would have eaten the meat, would have been re- 


ceived as people of a teachable spirit, and thus their 


brethren would have been the means of their perish- 
ing, 1 Cor. vini. 11. 


Once more, it has been said let us leave it to Rome 
to grant indulgences to. disobey the commandments 
of Christ. Whoever has read the preceding pages 


with attention, will see that none of the institutions 
ef Christ are lightly esteemed. The great importance 


of them all has been maintained, and the evil of né- 


glecting them fully admitted. The system which has 


been opposed, is that of casting out those whom 
Christ has received, and thus despising and stumbling 
the weak ; it is that of making a term of communion 


_ which is not warranted by apostolic practice, of teach- 


ing men to be the servants of the church, and to be 
so much occupied with its authority, as to be in dan- 
ger of forgetting the judgment-seat of Christ. Whe- 
ther these are not the features of the church of — 


let all betievers judge. 


THE END. 
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